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Art. I. Resolutinos of the Presbytery of Chartiers. 


At a meeting of the Associate Presbytery of Chartiers, in the con- 
gregation of Robison, July 2d, 1834, a me mber read a paper containing 
the following resolutions; which, after considerable discussion, was 
adopted. 

The Associate Presbytery of Chartiers, taking into consideration a 
late publication entitled an ** Address to the people belonging to the As- 
sociate church of North America,” and signed by Alexander Donnan and 
Alexander Wilson as a “Committee of the Protesters,’ together with 
“ Additional Remarks” signed by Robert Bruce, agreed to the following 
resolutions.—It may be necessary to remark, that the design of these 
resolutions is not a formal justification of the Synod’s Act concerning our 
connexion with the Original Sece ‘ders ; nor an examination and defence 
of their Testimony: ‘That matter is regularly before the Synod-; and 
it will be issued in due time, we hope, to the credit and inte rest of the 
cause of truth, and to the satisfac tion of all its sincere friends. Our de- 
sign is, to bear a testimony against the very unfair and disorderly man- 
ner, in which, we think these Protesters are managing their contro- 
versy with the Synod; and to prevent, as far as is in our power, people 
in our communion being misled, and stumbled, and prejudiced against 
the Synod in this country and their brethren in Scotland, before they 
have hada fair opportunity of examining the matter in dispute, and 
judging for themselves. 

Resolved, that the “ Address and Remarks” aforesaid are altogeth- 
er Succes and improper in respect of time. The act of Synod about 
our continuing in union with the Original Seceders, which is stated to be 
the subject of this Address, was passed at Philadelphia in May 1882, 
when the “Committee of the Protesters’’ were present, and only dissent- 
ed. Their reasons of dissent or Protest, were given in to Synod at Can- 
onsburgh, in October 1833, and a Committee of Synod was appointed to 
answer them. So this Address comes before the public, not only while 
the cause is pending, which is reckoned an offence in all cases, civil or 
ecclesiastical; but it is published without so much asa complaint of 
neglect or delay on the part of the Syned. Had the Act of Synod been 
the occasion of discontent among Seceders in America; had it occasion- 
ed any to leave our communion, or hindered any from entering into it, 


there would have been some shadow of a reason for publishing it so soon 
Vou. XI. 13 
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This, however, was not the case; the Committee do not even mention it 
in their reasons for publishing. ‘The ‘Testimony of Original Seceders was 
giving the people no uneasiness, for they knew little or nothing about it. 
And the Act of Synod respecting the Original Seceders was giving them 
no uneasiness; on the other hand, they were pleased with the continu- 
ance of the union with so respectable a body of witnesses for the same 
cause that themselves were maintaining. ‘lhe “ Address” is calculated 
to produce the evils just mentioned, viz., discontent among Seceders &c.; 
and it has procured these effects, in some degree, in certain congrega- 
tions, already. However charitably we might be disposed to judge of 
the design with which the Address was published, we cannot help think- 
ing that publishing so soon after the meeting of Synod, and so long be- 
fore it meets again, has too much the appearance of a design to take an 
undue advantage of the Synod, by exciting popular prejudices against 
them, and pre-engaging the feeiings and favorable opinion of the people on 
the side of the Protesters. 

2. Resolved, that the reasons assigned for publishing this Address are 
not only unsatisfactory and insuflicient, but they are highly blamable, 
and of a mischievous tendency, 

(1.) There is a direct and express appeal to the people for their ac- 
tion upon this cause, before it has been finally tried and settled by the 
Synod. In the first reason, page 4th, they say : “As we have protest- 
ed, you and the public have a right to know it. If our cause be bad, or 
if we have acted badly in a good cause, you have a right to know, and 
of this we have no wish to keep you in ignorance for one year, or even 
for Jess than that time. If we have done wrong in your é¢stimation, you 
may condemn us. If we have done right, you may express your appro- 
bation, and give us your aid.” ‘Their 3d reason seems to be nothing 
more than a repetition of the same appeal to the people for action and 
assistance in their cause. Now, it is one of the first principles of pres- 
byterial church government, that the people leave disputed causes to 
be issued by their spiritual rulers in the ecclesiastical courts. ‘Their in- 
terference before final judicial decision would render Presbyterial gov- 
ernment more disorderly, uncertain, and oppressive than the Independ- 
ent form. Appeals to the people from the legal authorities, in church or 
state however plausible and flattering they appear, are always to be sus- 
ected. In the state they mark the mover of sedition, the advocate of 
Seoedints liberty, or the artful aspiring intriguer: In the church they 
characterize the causer of divisions, the leader of a party, or the offend 
er seeking shelter from ecclesiastical discipline. After causes have had 
a free and fair course through the courts, the people surely have a right 
to judge for themselves, with a becoming regard to the ministerial pow- 
ers, with which Christ has invested teaching and ruling elders, and act 
according to what appears to be their duty. 

But this call upon the people seems to be unhappily fitted, not only for 
exciting them to interfere in the settlement of this dispute between the 
Synod and the Protesters; but for causing disaffection with the com- 
munion of the Secession, for causing strife and divisions, and forming a 
party. The reasons, and other parts of the Address, appear to us to be 
of an insurrectionary nature. ‘They are addressed rather to men’s pre- 
judices and passions, than to their understanding and judgment. They 
are called upon to array themselves on the one side or the other; and 
then, by inflamatory speeches, and pathetic complaints, they are urged 
to take part with the Protesters in their ‘determined opposition’”’ to 
Original Seceders and to their continuing any longer in communion with 
them. They say, page 4th, “Our cause has been tried by one tribunal ; 
we are willing to bring it fully and immediately before you and the pub- 
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ic. You are ina great measure ignorant of the whole cause about 
which we write. An important change has been made in your religious 
professions without your knowledge or consent. Nothing will restore 
peace and unity between us and the Synod but a complete disannulling 
of the deed we complain of. Judgment is given, and our business, in the 
estimation of Synod, is finished. Aspersions have been cast on us, as 
that we are foreigners, and a tax party in Synod, and no S« ceders:’— 
Page 24: “Shall we allow ourselves to be driven back to the barbarism 
of the dark ages, to the bosom of Popery, or to the heresy of Nairn!— 
You are disposed to treat, w ith determined opposition and merited con- 
tempt, every attempt to impose a new creed upon you. You will main- 
tain your liberty, and not allow yourselves to be entangled with the yoke 
of bondage, the Scottish connexion refered to would bring upon you.” 

(3.) In the reasons for publishing, it is asserted that the cause between 
the Protesters and the Synod is not now pending, but finally settled. — 
The Committee of Protesters seem to have been somewhat sensible of 
the impropriety of calling on the people for their “aid” before their 
cause was tried in Synod; and therefore they repeatedly and strongly 
assert that it isso already. They even represent that as the most ur- 
gent reason for publishing so soon. In page 4th. they say ; “ Our cause 
has been tried by one tribunal; we are willing to bring it fully and im- 
mediately before you and the public.” “There is nothing judicially 
pending in Synod in our case. Judgment is given, and our business, in 
the estimation of Synod, is finished. We can write nothing now which 
will have any tendency to make men prejudge our cause, for it is already 
judged of and settled. Our publishing, therefore, at present, cannot be 
said to be premature.”’ Now, all this is entirely wrong. The Synod 
have received the protest and reasons ; but have not touched the cause, 
as it respects the Protesters as a party init. All who are acquainted 
with the business of courts, civil or ecclesiastical, know that, in every 
process of this kind, the court proceeds upon the supposition, that the 
reasons of protest may be so strong as to induce them to alter their deed : 
It is not till the reasons are answered to the satisfaction of the court, 
that it is considered as a standing deed. 

(3.) In the reasons for publishing it seems to be insinuated that the 
people in our communion are, through design or carelessness, kept in the 
dark about our connexion with the Original Seceders. In page 4th they 
say: “ Youare ina great measure ignorant of the whole cause about 
which we write. An important change has been made in your religious 
Ss without your knowledge or consent. By what the Synod 

ave done, you are legally, and in view of the public, in communion with 
a church, of whose principles you are ignorant, and with whose testi- 
mony you have had no opportunity of being acquainted. We think you 
cannot be too soon delivered from this predicament. We therefore feel 
ourselves urged to give you the earliest information in our power of how 
you, as wilnesses for the tiuth, and members of our church, do stand.” — 
These sentences express much feeling and concern for the people, who 
are so ignorant in this matter; and promise them immediate and effectu- 
al relief: But they contain a most unjust and groundless reflection on 
the Synod. All that has been done respecting the Original Seceders was 
in open Synod, by the ministers and ruling elders of the people; and 
was published in the Synod’s printed minutes. As for copies of the Tes- 
timony of Original Seceders, the Synod could not multiply them, unless 
by the expense of an American edition. Nothing more could have been 
done to inform the people of how, they were standing in respect of the 
Original Seceders, unless the Synod had published a special address on 
that subject. And it is very probable that would have been done, had it 
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been suggested and urged by the Protesters ; which would have beer 

perfectly in order, and certainly more for the credit and peace of our 

church, than the plan of giving information they have now adopted.— 

The Committee of the Protesters tell us, page 5, that they knew of the 

Testimony of Original Seceders, so early as June 1828; and, in May 

1832, when the act the 2y are now so much opposed to was passed, they 

only dissented. And “a dissent,” as has been justly said, “ implies future 

acquiescence.” Why did their zeal slumber on a dissent from May 1832 

till October 1833, and then, or rather sometime after that, awake with 

such fury, as to break over all the bounds of order and decorum, when 
the whole matter was in the train of being published in the usual way? 

(4.) In the reasons for publishing, it is asserted, 4th that ‘an impor- 
tant change has been made in our religious professions.” ‘The same 
thing is repeated in other parts of this pamphlet; as in page 7th. “We 
say, by our Synodical deed, that Testimony is ours.—We sustain their 
Testimony asa term of our communion; and we exhibit to the world the 
wonderful phenomenon of a church holding, as of equal force and obliga- 
tion, two subordinate stand: ird books, in direct Opposition in some impor- 
tant points, to each other.” We should study to speak the words of 
truth and soberness: The cause of truth needs no exaggerations, strained 
inferences, or forced constructions. Let us look at the act itself. 

There was laid on the table of Synod the Testimony of Original Seceders, 
and members being called on to state whether any of them individually, 
or any of the Presbyteries, had any thing to object as a sufficient reason 
why we should not continue in union with said Synod of Original Sece- 
ders, as constituted under said Testimony ; and nothing of this kind 
being stated, the Synod accordingly resolved that we shall still continue 
in union with said Society. 

There is nothing said about the Testimony of Original Seceders itself, 
either by way of approbation, or adoption. The prineiple upon which the 
Synod proceeded was, they found no such disagreement between our 
profession and that of Original Seceders, as exhibited in this Testimony, 
as would warrant them to break the union that had subsisted between 
us and them. ‘Thisis the principle upon which Seceders in the old coun- 
try and in America have “continued in union” and fellowship all along. 

Until the year 1784, the Judicial Testimony emitted by the Associate 
Presbytery in 1736 was a standard book, or term of communion among 
Seceders here, as well as in the old country ; but, ever since that time, 
the Declaration and Testimony published by the Associate Presbytery of 
Pennsylvania has been the only standard of that kind among Seceders in 
America. Now, it is certain that our Testimony differs as much from 
the Judicial Testimony respecting the magistrates duty in matters of reli- 
gion as the Testimony of Origin: il Seceders differs from ours on that sub- 
ject: Yet that difference did not interrupt the communion between us and 
Seceders in the old country. On our part we did not quarrel with the 
Judicial Testimony, although we had departed from it in one or two things ; 
on their part, they did not quarrel with our Testimony on account of that 
departure, or impose the Judicial Testimony upon us as a term of com- 
munion with them. It should, however, be more generally known, that 
the General Associate Synod in Scotland never judicially approved the 
American Testimony. When a proposal to that effect was made, Mr. 
Gib opposed it, knowing that there were statements) in it offensive to 
some members of court. But it was agreed, that any difference there 
might be, in such statements, from those of the Judicial Testimony on the 
same subjects, should not, m the circumstances, break up communion be- 
tween the Synod and their brethren in America. 
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3. Resolved, That the wey in which the Committee of the Protesters 
bring forward the ‘Testimony of Original Sete to be compared and 
judged of is very far from doing justice, either to that ‘Testimony, or to 
the readers of the addres: 

(1.) The parts quote df from that Testimony are so short and detached, 
that no person who does not possess that book, and would not put impli- 
cit confidence in the wisdom and integrity of the Committee, should form 
any judgment about itat present. All that is quoted from it, on the two 
important subjects, the duty of rulers respecting religion, and the ordin- 
ance of public covenanting, would make little more than twenty full lines 
on a page of their pamphlet; dalieiels there were several things which 
might have moved the Committee to have been more liberal in their ex- 
tracts from that Testimony :—It contains plenty of well digested matter 


on both these subjects :—It is unhappily very rare in this country :—The 
Committee had, in their reasons for publ ishing, given the peop le ground 
to expect abundance of information : —And they call upon the people to 


make an immediate and very oe use of the information they give 
them. Yes, they call upon Seceders, from one end of North America to 
the other to rise mory ‘petition Synod to proceed against the Protesters 
themselves without any delay, as pet yay highly deserving censure,”’ for 
only protesting; or to be “prepared by the next meeting of Synod, to 
cover Synod’s table with remonstrances and petitions against the deed 
complained of.” All this vast commotion and new and extraordinary 
manner of settling such business is to be effected by about twenty tines 
quoted by the Committee, in their own way, from the Testimony of Ori- 
ginal Seceders. 

(2.) The Committee of the Protesters do not so much as attempt to 
show that the sentences Poses extract fd the Testimony of Original 
Seceders do really maintain the doctrine of Religious establishments.* 
This they should have attempted; for it is the only thing in dispute. 
The Protesters have not formally controverted the sentiment, that civil 
rulers may do much for the interests of revealed religion, without going 
the length of a religious establishment; they even assert it in the 12th 
page of their address. And this is the sentiment of Original Seceders : 
The sentences extracted from their Testimony holds forth this sentiment ; 
and it would be difficult, perhaps impossible, to shew that they contain 
any othersentiment. But, as the Committee produce these few senten- 
ces as the only evidence that the Testimony of Original Seceders mrain- 
tains the doctrine of religious establishments, they should have attempted, 
at least, to show that they do so. Something more was to have been 
expected from them, than stringing two or oa sentences from our Tes- 
timony on the “left hand column” of what they eall a “comparison” and 
a few Sentences from the Testimony of Ori cin: + Seceders on the right 
hand column; and, then, because they do not agree in so many words, 
exclaim, with the assurance of argument and demonstration, “ ‘Thus the 
Testimony of Original Seceders is in direct opposition to us.” Such a 
way of dismissing the point in dispute was, indeed, the least troublesome 
to the Committee ; but it has a tendency to mislead the uninformed and 
unwary: It might occasion them to believe that the charge brought 
against Original Seceders was not denied, either by them, or by our Sy- 
nod. Andit is the more likely tohave the effect of misleading, that the 
Committee, without attempting to fix and establish the charge, go off in 
a long course of contending and arguing against religious establishments. 





* By a religious establishment is understood, the government of a nation choosing a par- 
ticular creed or system of the'Christian Religion, and supporting it alone, by the public treasure 
and favor, and requiring all ‘the sub jects to believe and protess that system under certain 
penalties. 
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As that is rtainiv not tl thing in dispute, we al constramed to draw 
a conclusion, that t Committee have either shifted the question by de 
sign; or have entirely mistaken it. For ou Synod has not said a word 
in favor of religious estab nents; and the \ssociate Synod of Original 
Seceders have bo a plain and point dt slunony against them. 

3.) The Testimony otf Original Seceders and the readers of the Ad- 
dress are not fairly de;lth with, in the omission of what is said in that 
Testimony agaist religious establishments. The Committee acknowl- 
edge, page 22, that “other passages of the same book, on the same sub- 
ject, are evidently sound;” yet they have not presented one of these 


“evidently sound 
justice to these pi 


issages’ to the public. Jt is, indeed, not doing full 
passages Ol that ‘Testimony to Say merely, “they are 
sound on the subject of religious establishments ;’ for they condemn 
them in very express and strong terms. ‘Two or three sentences may 
be taken from a number of others equally “sound” and appropriate. 
They are the first that occur on that subject. In proj position 5 page 65, 
they say: “The due exercise of civil authority al bout religious matters, 
as stated above, does not lead to persecution for conse ience sake, or to 
unjust or unnecessary restraints upon the rights of men. ‘To promote 
christianity by forcible methods is a violation of its nature. It can be 
productive of no good effects, cither in a spiritual or political point of 
view: Not ina spiritual point of view; for force cannot reach the in- 


' 
} 
i 
i 


ward man: Not in a political point of view ; for it is not the mere exte- 
rior form of religion, but the hold it takes upon the heart, which really 
strengthens, and really improves civil society and government. Nor is 
it merely useless ; it 1s productive of the most baneful effects, not only 
to individuals but to the church and ; y atlarge, as the history of the 
church “ indantly shows.” ‘These and all other sentences of the same 
kind the Committee keep out of view, telling their readers that there are 


Sania in that ‘'estimony which are erroneous,” which “ these 
sound propositions can never make true.” Thus, without giving people 
an seeuivenity to judge tor themselves, the Committee require “them to 
believe that the Assoc lute Synod of Original Seceders (Dr. McCrie, Mr. 
“wate Mr. Stevenson, er all) are such simpletons or such deceivers, 
as to put grossly contradictory propositions into their “ Testimony for 
the truths of Christ.”—-The reason assigned by the Committee for keep- 
ing back these and other passages on the same subject which they ac- 
knowledge to be sound, is by no means satisfactory ; viz. “ They have 
found erroneous doctrine in complete propositions of said Testimony, 
and no accompanying language will ever make them sound,” page 22. 
Here we may remark, in the first place, that the Committee have not at- 
tempted to shew that the propositions they have quoted do contain the 
erroneous doctrine they say they have found in them; they wish their 
readers to save them that trouble, and take it tor granted. It may be 
remarked, in the next place, that their rule about some propositions in a 
book being “sound.” and other propositions in the same book, and on the 
same subject, being “erroneous,” is not very easily applied sometimes. 
It would be much more sate to let these propositions the it they may think 
oppose one another appear together, that people may judge for them- 
selves. It may be remarked, in the last place, that the Committee can 
by no means bear the application of their ownrule. In page 12th where 
they appear to be defining the duty of civil rulers respecting religion, 
they “readily admit” several things; and, among other things, they 

“ readily admit ” they say, “that, in framing the civil constitution and 
laws, magistrates should act as christians, and endeavor to have them, in 
every particular, exactly corresponding with, and founded on the Divine 
Law.” How the Committee of the Protesters came to express them- 
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selves in this manner it is not necessary to enquire; but this proposition, 
without any “ explanation,’ does strongly assert the doctrine of religious 
establishments : No advocate for that error could express himself more 
pointedly for his } urpose. >) the “divine law,” we s ippose the Com- 
mittee mean the Jaw of the ten commandments: and that law first “ re- 
quireth us to know and acknowledge God to be the only true God, and 
our God, and to worship and glorify him accordingly ;" and it secondly, 
“requireth the receiving, observing, keeping pure and entire all such 
religious worship and ordinances as God hath appointed in his word.” 
Now, this is the rule by which the Committee say civil rulers should 
“frame their laws and civil constitution;” and, in doing so, they are 
“acting as christians.’ How will this bear a “* comparison” witha sen- 
tence they quote from our ‘Testimony, by way of opposition to the Tes- 
timony of Original Seceders. 


“The whole duty of the m . “Ty framing the civil consutution 
trate respects men, not « s christians, ‘ ws, magistrates should act as 
but as members of civil society. - ristians, and endeavor te have 
Testimony of the Iss te Chu ?, n every particular, exactly 

corresponding with, and founded on 


ie tlivine law’ ’—.dddress of the 
Committee of Protesters. 

(4.) The Testimony of Original Seceders and the readers of the Ad- 
dress are not treated fairly by the Committee, in the use they make of 
the Testimony of the General Associate Synod emitted in 1804, That 
Testimony is several times referred to in the Address as a standard book 
in this country ; and, in what they call the ‘‘ comparison,” pp. 9, 10, 11, 
there is fully as much taken from it as from our-own ‘Testimony. From 
the manner in which that Testimony is introduced and applied in con- 
demning the ‘Testimony of Original Seceders, the greater part of readers 
might be led to think that it is of equal authority with our own; which 


is by no means the case. ‘To set this matter ina true light two or three 
things should be attended to. In the first place, the Testimony emitted 
in 1804 differed from the first Testimonv of Seceders or, as it is tom- 
monly called, the Judicial ‘Testimony. wy spect of the duty of civil ru- 
lers concerning religion, and in respect to what is called national coven- 
anting. This difference, itis well known, produced a breach among Se- 


ceders in Scotland, and occasioned the erection of the Constitutional 
Presbytery ; which was constituted in strict adherence to the old Judi- 
cial Testimony. In the next place, it should be noticed, that the Testi- 
mony emitted in 1804 was never known as a standard book, or term of 
communion in America. Perhaps not one in a hundred knew there was 
such a book; and we know there never was an individual in our church, 
who was required to know or acknowledge it as a term of communion. 
In the third place, we remark, that the ‘Testimony emitted in 1804 does 
not now exist as the ‘Testimony of any religious suciety upon earth. 
From these considerations it is evident, that all that the Committee say 
about that ‘Testimony is nothing more than an expression of their private 
opinion about it, and is calculated to mislead ; for the Secession church 
in America never expressed any judicial opinion about it, or made any 
use of it—The Committee endeavor to represent our church as strange- 
ly absurd, page 7; as “ holding, as of equal force, two standard books, 
in direct opposition, in some important points, to each other ;” because 
we do not find any thing in the testimony of Original Seceders that 
would warrant us to break up communion with them. The same reproach 
has been retailed from the pulpit: But, however groundless it is as 
brought against our church, it is true in respect of the Committee them- 
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seives; for they place the Testimony emitted in Scotland in 1804 upon 
precisely the same footing in respect of authority, with our own. 

4. Resolved, that, in their Address, the Committee of the Protesters 
ass very unbecoming and undeserved censure upon the General Assem- 
ly of the church of Scotland, at a time when they were remarkable for 
piety, faithfulness and zeal for religious reformation they carried on. 
In page 16th they say: Our Presbyterian ancestors of the General As- 
sembly of the ciurch of Scotland were a little tainted with the same 
disposition to pursecute.” In the same page they are styled “haughty 
and intolerant ecclesiastics; and are charged with making “ conscien- 
tious and honest men victims to their cruelty andtyranny.” This is 
strange language for Presbyterians and Seceders, who call themselves 
the children or successors of these reformers: It is more like the lan. 
guage of a bitter Episcopalian, such as Swift or Haweis; or the language 
of an enemy to all revealed religion such as Gibbonor Hume. The only 
reason offered in suppor! of the charge of “ persecution, intolerance, cru- 
elty, and tyranny,” is, these reformers, in 1689, requested the Council 
and Parliament to enjoin the national covenant to be taken by all his Ma- 
jesty’s subjects, under all civil pains. It has been often asserted, that, 
when a parliamentary statute speaks of all civil pains, without specifying 
a particular penalty, it means nothing more than not admitting the offen- 
ders to any office or trust. The Committee, without any authority, po- 
litical or religious, pronounce such a law, even in that mitigated sense, a 
“bad and persecuting one ;’ although there have been very few, besides 
Episcopalians and other malignants, who did not think that, at that time, it 
was a good and necessary law: For it was a eccrtain fact, that scarcely 
any refused to subscribe that covenant but such as were determined ene- 
mies to both civil and religious liberty. 

It had been asserted by several honest and intelligent writers, that 
there was no instance of a person being imprisoned, banished, or fined for 
simply refusing the covenant; and that was considered as good evidence 
that the law about a// civil pains did not require such penalties. But the 
Committee have found one instance: It comes before the American 
public from the Edinburgh Encyclopedia, through the medium of a man- 
script “ paper given into Synod at their last meeting by Dr. Bruce.” In 
page 16th they say: “John Gregory, minister of Drumoak was, iu 1649, 
fined and cast into prison, for refusing to subscribe the Solemn League 
and Covenant.”” Here we may remark, in the first place, that the Ed- 
inburgh Encyclopedia, like the Edinburgh Review and some distinguished 
writers in this country, is not too friendly to the Cld Presbyterian cause or 
the covenanted reformation. In the next place, we remark, that the care 
and parade, with which this solitary instance is produced, is a strong evi- 
dence that there was something more laid to the charge of John Gregory 
than simply his refusing to subscribe the Covenant, about which the Edin- 
burgh Encyclopedia or the retailer of the story may be silent: For if 
his fine and imprisonment had been the natural operation of the law 
about all civil pains, there would have been a multitude of cases of the 
same kind: because there were thousands who refused to subscribe the 
national covenant. Much might be said in defence of the good reformers, 
who were so assisted and countenanced by God, and to whom we are so 
much indebted, and to show that the charge of “persecution, intolerance, 
cruelty, and tyranny” is false and calumnious; but one thing only may be 
suggested: When the first Seceders complained in their Judicial Tes- 
timony, that, by the Parliament’s act of settlement at the Revolution, in 
1688, all the legal securities in the covenanting period, from 1638 to 
1650, were passed by, they were actuated by the very same spirit, and 
acted on the very same principle, and in the very same cause with their 
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reforming ancestors, when they requested the council and parliament to 
to enjoin the Subscribing of the national Covenant under ad civil pains. 

But. after all that has been said in opposition to religious establish- 
ments, and all the blame that has been thrown on the reformers for ask- 
ing the aid of the civil authority in times of danger from the enemies of 
church and state, and all the odium that has been east upon Original Se- 
ceders for proposing to defend the articles in the Westminster Confes- 
sion, concerning the duty of civil rulers respecting religion, and all the re- 
proach that has been laid upon our Synod for “ resolving to continue in 
union with the Original Seceders,” it may still be a matter of enquiry 
whether the Committee would refuse all kind of pecuniary support from 
the Government. Were our government to offer the members of Synod 
an annual bounty, like the Regium Donum, or King’s bount’ in Ireland, 
would they accept of it, and allow the rest of us to accept of it, or not? 
We know the greater part of the ministers of the Secession in Ireland 
took the King’s bounty as a kind of legal stipend, out of the revenue that 
was drawn from the people by taxes. And they took it even after it was 
given upon the express terms of swearing allegiance to the King, petition- 
ing the Lord Lieutenant for an order to receive the money, and submit- 
ting to be classed or valued by him as to the sums they were severally 
to receive, whether £40, £50 or £70. Whether accepting the bounty om 
these terms was right or wrong, honorable or dishonorable, we need not 
now decide ; but it is certainly very inconsistent for those, who did accept 
of it on these conditions, to find fault with Original Seceders for holding 
that civil rulers should give decided “countenance and public protection 
to the ministers of revealed religion in the the discharge of their duty.”’ 

5. Resolved, that, in several parts of their Address, the Committee of 
Protesters have allowed themselves to use very unbecoming and abusive 
language towards the Synod. The style of the Address throughout is 
not remarkable for modesty and respect for any with whom they disa- 
gree, It should not be recommended as a model for good writing, in 
these and some other respects. ‘The young writer who might choose to 
imitate it would be in danger of falling into the blustering, swaggering, 
insolent style. But it is not with the general style of the Address we 
have to do; itis with some passages which are more remarkably abusive. 
The Syriod’s act respecting the Original Seceders is expressed in few 
words, and in a very simple manner. “ There was laid on the Synod’s 
table the Testimony of Original Seceders, Kc.” See page 100, yet in page 
9th of the Address the Committee, say, “ This Proteus-like resolution 
changes itself into almost every form, and suits itself to all but those who 
are in the right.” In page 7th they say, ‘ We disapprove of the above 
resolution as founded on misrepresentation and groundless assumption, 
as ambiguous, uncandid, and deceptive.” In page 30th, where it is said, 
“this decision of the Synod is abhorrent, not on one, but on many ac- 
counts,” the 4th and last cause of abhorrence is, “‘ The folly and wicked- 
ness of which the Synod is guilty, in throwing the true meaning of their 
act from their own shoulders, and granting it to the irresponsible author- 
ity of the Monitor to inform us about it.” Besides the grossly indecent 
manner in which this last accusation is brought against the Synod, the 
accusation itself is entirely groundless. The Synod certainly did not 
employ that “irresponsible writer in the Monitor ;” nor is it probable that 
asingle member of Synod took any part in writing that article in the 
Monitor which has given the Committee and some other Protesters. so 
much offence. 

6. Resolved, that a copy of these resolutions be transmitted to the 
Editor of the Religious Monitor, with a request to publish them as soon 
as he may find it convenient. 


Vout. XI. 14 
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Arr. II. Remarks on the Digest of principles in controversy between the 
Associate Church and Reformed Presbyterians. 


Mr. Editor,—It is of great importance that the public principles of 2 
teligious body be as correctly and distinctly stated as possible, that al} 
may have a ready understanding of them, who are desirous to know 
what they are; and that they be so on those points especially which are 
most ready to be disputed: our principles as a church, on the subject of 
Christ’s Headship as Mediator, and on the subject of civil magistracy, 
and also on the subject of common benefits, as the purchase ot Christ, 
have been matter of controversy between us and the Reformed Church 
for a long period back. In order to have our views on these subjects 
given in as explicit Janguage as possible a Committee was appointed at 
the meeting of Synod in 1882 to draft a Digest of them, which was giv- 
en in at last meeting of Synod and ordered to be laid before Presbyte- 
rys for consideration, until the next meeting ef Synod. In looking 
over this Digest, some difficulties presented themselves to my mind in re- 
spect to both sentiment and expression, which | take the liberty to lay 
before the ministers and elders, who may be assembled in Presbytery 01 
Synod, for their consideration, through the medium of the Monitor, it 
you will allow me the privilege. And I am moved to ask the favor on 
the ground that I may not have the opportunity of laying the difficulties 
before them in person. To me they seem to merit enquiry. Others 
may think differently. But no injury can be sustained by laying them 
before those, who may be in attendance at Synod, for consideration ; oF 
others, that, if they see them to have any force, they may use means to 
have them enquired into by the Presbyterys to which they belong, that 
the voice of our church on these subjects may be fairly and distinetly 
heard through their reports given to the Synod. 

Some of them I have expressed in a categorical form, considering 
them as entitled to particular attention, if we wish, as a church, te 
speak correctly ; and being desirous that some one would undertake to 
answer them in a way that would give light upon the subjects which they 
respect. But to proceed. 

In the first part of that Digest, which proposes to give the views of the 
Associate Church, respecting the qualifications of civil rulers, and their 
powers in matters of religion, as these have been expressed in the sub- 
ordinate standards, it is said, in Seet. 5th “The Holy Scriptures, which 
comprise in them, besides their supernatural revelations, the entire subject 
matter of nature’s moral light and laws, and which are, to those posses- 
sing them,,the only rule of duty, do determine, by their doctrines and pre- 
cepts, expressly or implicitly, “ the qualifications and duty of civil rulers.” 
Does this agree with what we say in the Narrative of our Testimony, 
page 32 of the 4th edition? where we bring in the Associate Presbytery, 
in their answers to Nairn’s reasons of dissent, as declaring, that “ the es- 
sential qualifications and duties of the magistrate were prescribed by the 
light of nature: and that his whole office respects the good and evil 
works of men only as these affect the peace and order of civil society.” 
What prescribes men’s duties to them is in itself the rule by which they 
are to discharge these duties, so far asit goes. An old Seceder treating 
on the subject of the power of the civil magistrate says “in matters of 
mere civil policy there is no particular need of a particular warrant from 
Scripture for every measure that may be adopted. It is enough if they 
be all consistent with the eternal rule of righteousness, made known to 
men by the dictates of right reason. Matters however are quite other- 
wise in the concerns of religion or in the business of promoting the king- 
dom of our Lord Jesus Christ. Here the Bible is our only rule.” Ac- 
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cording to our principles the Scriptures are the supreme rule to those pos- 
sessing them. But it would appear to me that they are so far from being 
the only rule, that the light of nature is that by which civil authorities 
are to be more immediate ‘ly guided, in the framing of their laws, and ac- 
cording to which they are to act in the management of the public con- 
cerns of the nation ; seeing only that in nothing they act contrary to the 
Scriptures, who are living where the light of Divine Revelation is enjoy- 
ed. And this, the language of the Digest itself would seem to imply ; 
for the writers of it conclude the section by saying—*“ Consequently, it 
is incumbent ‘upon any people, possessing those Scriptures, both in the 
constitution of their government, and in the choice of their rulers—as it 
is incumbent upon the rulers themselves, in the whole of their adminis- 
trations, to be moved and directed by a single and supreme regard to 
the authority of God revealing himself in his word.” A supreme regard 
to the word as a rule sapposes a regard which may be had to something 
else. And can the scriptures therefore be.considered here as the only 
rule ! 

In sect. 8th it is said “the investment of any person with political 
office and power is by voluntary compact between him and the people 
explicit or implied; the preservation of their natural rights being in every 
such compact understood as stipulated in favor of the people. Conse- 
quently political tyranny on the part of the ruler, consisting in the wilful 
violation of any natural and essential right of the subject, and likewise 
the wilful infraction, on the part of the ruler, of any just and reasonable 
constitutions, or laws, may make void his authority and absolve the peo- 
ple from their allegiance, by dissolving the relation formerly subsisting 
between him and them.” Does habitual tyranny actually dissolve the 
relation subsisting between a civil ruler and those under him? The ma- 
jority of the body politic giving their consent explicit or implied, are not 
the minority bound to yield him all due subjection in the just exercise of 
his office. The Romans are exhorted by the Apostle to be subject to 
the powers that be, or were, in the time he wrote his Epistle to that peo- 
ple, though the tyrant Nero, as it is generally believed, was the existing 
chief ruler in the Roman Empire at that time. Tyranny may make it 
warrantable for a people to depose a civil ruler, for the violation of acom- 
pact, which explicitly or impliedly existed between him and them. But 
it is a question whether in itself, in ordinary cases, it dissolves the rela- 
tion, and looses the people from their allegiance, in all things lawful in 
themselves, Charles the 2d, and Jas. the 3d, of Britain were tyrants, 
and exercised their tyranny with a high hand; yet, the persecuted, we 
find, generally did not deny that obedience was due to them in all lawful 
things, while these persecuting kings were at the head of the British na- 
tion, and even after they were forced to take up arms in their own de- 
fence, until towards the end of the persecution, when numbers of them, 
put out of the protection of the law altogether, refused to own their au- 
thority : and even those who did disown it, did so, principally, as the ec- 
clesiastical supremacy was interwoven with the civil authority, and was 
made to be and considered as an inherent right of the crown. ‘The 
cause for which these pe ople suffered” says our Testimony, Narrative 
page 18 of 4th edition, ‘“‘ was their adherence to this truth, that the Lord 
Jesus Christ is the only head of the church: Believing this, they refused 
to acknowledge the civil magistrate as the supreme judge in all causes 
spiritual, as well as civil, &c.” and says the late General Synod in the 
Narrative prefixed to the new exhibition of the Testimony, “ the perse- 
cuted remnant endured the oppression of these two reigns with a patience 
truly admirable. They acknowled the government under which they 
suffere sd, and gave obedience to it in all its lawful commands: although 
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they never owned the King’s Ecclesiastical supremacy. It was not till 
manv of them were put out of the protection of law, all the ends of regu- 
lar government perverted, and the government degenerated into a sys- 
tem of absolute tyranny, that they disowned the authority of the rulers,” 
and the same thing speaks the Narrative appended to our ‘Testimony in 
age 18 above referred to. 

The Digest seems to suppose that this tyranny manifested, in wilful 
violation, in even one instance, of a natural and essential right of the sub- 
ject—“ any natural or essential right,” and in a willful infraction, in bat 
one instance, of a just and reasonable constitution or law continued in, 
may dissove the relation between a civil ruler and a subject—“ any reason- 
able constitution and laws.” But may nota civil ruler in some cases be 
charged with an habitual act of tyranny while the character of an habitual 
tyrant may scarcely be given tohim? ‘Tyranny and a tyrant would ap- 
pear to me to be two diflerent things. To be a tyrant respects the char 
acter of acivil ruler who carries himself above and be yond law, or makes 
his own will the law in general cases and even carries it rigorously over 
those he endeavors to rule. ‘Tyranny ina particular case, as in the Di- 
gest, is an act which those who are more moderate and even rule with 
the re ady consent of the people may be guilty of. It may give the peo- 
plea right by the continuance of it contrary to the contract, to dissolve 
the relation. But as some legal step is requisite to put a civil ruler into 
office and power: so some legal step is necessary also to deprive him of 
it, if the state of things is not so as that it cannot possibly be taken. ‘The 
civil magistracy in Britain have been chargeable in some things with tyr- 
anny, and habitual tyranny since the period of the revolution down to 
the present time ; denying to some part or all of their subjects some of 
their natural or essential rights, as in the instance of the Crown’s taking 
the right of the people out of theirhands to choose a gospel ministry, who 
was tu be over them, as was the case by the law of patronage, as it exist- 
ed in the established church of Scotland, which all had to submit to, if they 
would remain in the communion of that church: and in the inequality of 
rights given to those of different professions of religion, some being taken 
under the particular protection of the Crown, and others being forced to 
contribute to their support who had no ecclesiastical connexion with 
them: and in various other ways,—yet the Seceders in that country 
have all along recognized their obligations to the civil authority over 
them in all lawful things, though they saw it to be their duty to testify 
against all the encroachments made upon the civil and religious liberties 
of the nation, so far as they found them toexist. These encroachments, 
if the body of the people had so chosen, were sufficient to warrant them 
to demand a change in the government and of the persons who had it in 
their hands, if they were to be continued in. But they were not consid- 
ered by Seceders, as sufficient of theinselves, to dissolve the relation be- 
tween the magistrate, as the civil head of the nation, and them as subjects, 
and loose their obligation to himas the head of the nation. The Presi- 
dent of the United States, with his’ inferior officers, may be chargeable 
with tyranny, and habitually tyranny, “consisting in the wilful violation 
of some natural and essential right of the subject, and of an infraction of 
some just and reasonable constitution and laws” of the nation. But be- 
fore his authority becomes void, he has to be i impeached and tried accord- 
ing to the law of the constitution. I think there fore, that upon due con- 
sideration, our principles as a church will not be found to be stated here 
correctly. 

In the 2d Section, in the second part of the Digest, it is said, that “ the 
standing of the world is infallibly secured by the promise,” viz: of the 
covenant of grace. It has an infallible connexion with the promise, as 
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tiod’s pros dential gover! nt of th world, and his government in ¢ ee 
are connected the one wit! the other, so that many of the subjects of the 
one are made, or to be made, the subjects of the other. Andin his gov 
ernment, in providence, he is preparing the way tor these being brought 
under the government ol his grace, who are given to Christ for this end, 


hv the means of grace being sent to them, or they being brought to the 
means through which they are eventually called in by grace. It may 


also be inferred trom the promise ol that covenant. But correctly speak- 
ing, can it be secur d hy if. seeing that the promises of the covenant ot 
erace have their relation o1 lv to the blessings of that covenant, and are 
properly that covenant itself in the proposal of it to us in the gospel! 
“ The promise is to vou,” &e. 

In the 4th Section it is said. that “ Our Lord Jesus Christ, as Media- 
tor, possesses a dominion over all things, in which he intallibly disposes 
and directs them spiritually and supernatura ly in a subserviency to the 
eternal purpose.” ‘What is this spiritual and sup rnatural direction?! Is 
it a direction by way of a mediatory influence upon the things them 


} 


selves’ Andif it is so, in what way is this direction of his by a me- 
diatory influence upon them managed ! And wherein does it difler from 


the direction he has of them in common providence as this is under his 
management as the Son of God, essentially considered in common with 
the Father and Holy Spirit!) Or is it a direction in the way of an in- 


tluence upon the hearts of men throuch those things which are made in 


some way subservient to their good ! It the last. how can it be consid- 
ered as a dominion over, or government ot the things themselves, when 


not the things, but the hearts of men are what this influence operates 


I 


upon, or are the subjects of it! And seeing that this spiritual or super- 
natural ordering or direction is in the things or over them in their con- 


nexion with the church and believers individually considered, and in their 
subserviency to the eternal purpose of grace, and to the good of the 


church and believers, how can it be said that he has this dominion ovet 
all things as Mediator for this end, when many things which take place 
in the world in the common orderings of providence, seem to have no 
apparent connexion whatever with the church as the falling of a‘spar 
row to the ground, which is not without the notice of the God of provi- 
dence, or the falling of a tree in the woods or limb of a tree, by which no 


} 


believer is injured or benefitted, or seemingly affected in any way? | 
know that the words “ All things shall work together for good to them 
that love God,”—* He gave him to be head over all things,”’ and pas- 
sages of similar import are often referred to as proot of this universal 
empire over nature of Christ as Mediator: But is it necessary that 
they be taken in an universal and not ina general sense? 

Earthly things are, in that Digest, spoken ¢ fin their worldls character, 
and in their earthly perishing nature. What are we to understand by 
the worldly character and earth!y perishing nature of a thing? And 
what other character or nature is it set in opposition to? Has a world- 
ly thing a spiritual character or a spiritual nature ’ Worldly and earthly 
are words that express a quality of a person, or thing in distinction from, 
or in opposition to another quality in the same person or thing, or in other 
persons or things ; as the believer,s body in the present state he is in, and 
as the receptacie of the soul, which inhabits it, is ealled the earthly house 
of this tabernacle, in contradistinction from the heave nly state, which is 
called a building of God, an house not made with hands eternal in the 
heavens—and when conjoined with the words nature or character, in 
describing the things of this world, it supposes some other quality that 
belongs, or may belong, to those things, which it is set in opposition to, 
or from which it is distinguished, as that they have a spiritual nature or 
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character, or an heavenly nature or character. Without this supposition, 
they are altogether without meaning, because, if worldly things have 
not a spiritual nature or character, there is no use of speaking of them, 
a$ uppears to me, in respect to their worldly nature or character. If by 
the use of them it is intended todistinguish between those things in them- 
selves and the blessings which comes with them, or the sanctified use of 
them, let it be expressed so as that it will be understood. These, with 
the phrases, a spiritual and a supernatural direction, as to be givento na- 
tural things by Christ as Mediator, are expressions which are not used, 
that I can discern in any standard work of the Secession church, but only 
in the individual writings of some members of it. And it would be well 
to keep them out; or if they are made use of, it is but fair that it be made 
known to us what is intended by them. I have been in doubt for some 
time past of the propriety of them, as they have been in use by individu- 
al writers of the Secession. And [hope that before they obtain Synodi- 
cal sanction, as phrases which are calculated to express our views upon 
the subjects which they are intended to explain, they will be deliberately 
enquired into as to their true import, and whether it would answer any 
good end to retain them. 
4 Member and Minister of the Secession Church, 


Arr. Ill. Remarks suggested on reading a pamphlet addressed “to the 
people of the Associate Church,” respecting the Synod’s Resolution de- 
claring themselves still in communion with the Synod of Original Sece- 
ders in Scotland, with an “ slppendix,” signed Alex. Donnan and 
Alex. Wilson. And “ Additional Remarks” signed, Robert Bruce.* 
“Go not forth hastily to strive, lest thou know not what to do in the 

end thereof, when thy neighbor hath put thee to shame. Debate thy 
cause with thy neighbor himself; and discover not the secret to another, 
lest he that heareth it put thee to shame, and thine infamy turn not 
away.” This portion of Iloly Writ supposes there may arise matter of 
controversy between neighbors and brethren in the same church. And 
the direction, in such cases, is obviously, that brethren should not go 
hastily before the world lying in wickedness, and reveal to them the se- 
cret of their controversy, but should debate it privately among themselves, 
till the matter is finally settled. And two very powerful reasons are 
given to enforce this direction. 1st. Lest those who violate it should be 
put to shame by their brethren; and, 2d. Lest the ungodly to whom 
they have revealed the secret should also put them to shame so greatly 
that their infamy should “not turn away.” It is believed that an adhe- 
rence to this divine injunction would have prevented the appearance of 
the pamphlet before us, at the present time. 

On reading this singular production something like the following que- 
ries suggested themselves to the mind: What do the authors mean by 
the words “ Ecclesiastical Establishments?’ Had they told us what 
they mean by these words, it might be ascertained whether their griev- 
ous charge against the Synod is true or not. If we take the man of 
straw which they have reasoned against, to be an Ecclesiastical Estab- 
lishment, then we are confident that the Synod at no time has given any 
countenance to Establishments. But do the authors of the pamphlet 
deny the principle, that all men, in all their relations, are bound 





* We did not receive a copy of this pamphlet till our Augyst number was nearly printed; 
although it has been some months before the public. 
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to be Christians, and to act conformably to the requirements of the moral 
law! Do they deny National Covenanting in every respect? If not, 
What kind is it, which they so stron; gly condemn? Do they fear that an 
Ecclesiastical Establishme nt will be constituted in this country! If so, 
What kind of one’? Did they fear that the government of the United 
States would create an Establishment, and that our people would fall in 
with it before the next meeting of Synod! Do they tear that our go- 
vernment will “ provide all needful lecal securities in be half of the scrip- 
tural profession of revealed religion,’ * seeing that existing laws are found 
:suflie ient, in our large cities, to protect minister’s houses from assault, 

and churches from being demolished, by a lawless mob? In short, are they 

quite sure that the glory of God, and the good of his chosen, have been 
their sole motives to action? “Oh that 1 was made a judge in the Jand,” 
said a certain young prince, of whose history the authors of the pamph- 
let cannot be ignorant. But it must be left with their own consciences 
to determine how far this scrap of history corresponds with their case ; 
because though appearances are similar in the two cases, yet these are 
not always a safe criteria by which to weigh actions. 

The words quoted above, from the Te stimony of Original Seceders, 
will be found, on examination, to admit of a perfect coincidence in mean- 
ing, with the statement of our own ‘Testimony, page 68, commencing 
with the 10th line from the top, to which the reader will please refer. 
And yet, respecting this statement of the Original Seceders, the authors 
of the pamphlet ask, “ Who, that reads this, does not see that, by it, the 
magistrate, as such, is made the judge of what is the scriptural profession 
of Christianity ? and he is not only to judge for himself, but other men 
also.”’ We know not what strange sights some men may sce in a certain 
state of mind. But we cannot sce in this statement that the civil magi+ 
trate is made the judge of the true religion, in any such sense that he may 
forcibly impose it on any of his subjects, nor yet that he may support it to 
the injury of any of the natural rights of men. But it is not a little remark- 
able that these men can see such a hideous monster in this statement and 
not see the same thing in our own Testimony. In this respect their 
acuteness exceeds comprehension. And if they can cordially embrace 
one of these statements and make the other a ground of schism, we are 
confident that thinking men will no longer call them dar, but intolerant 
Seceders.t 

It is not our de sign to discuss the body of the pantp hlet This has been 
ably done in the Resolutions adopted by the Pre sbytel ry of Chartiers. 
But as the “ Appendix,” and “ Additional Remarks” are principally aim- 
ed against us, silence on our part might possibly be construed as an ac- 
quiescence in the justness of the attack. And we have a divine injunc- 
tion—“ Let not your good be evil spoken of.” 

The first paragraph of the “ Appendix” represents the writer in the 
Monitor as “ expressing a wish that the Synod might never be more har- 
monious,” than it was at the last meeting, and then goes on to inform the 
world that the Synod “wrangled for days together.” Now it must be 
supposed that the anthors of the pamphlet could see no difference between 
their statement and our views which they profess to give; otherwise it 
will follow that they designed to misrepresent the matter. But the rea- 
der is respectfully requested to turn to the 10th volume of the Monitor 
page 216, and read the 3d paragraph; from which the Appendix derives 
its statement, and it will be seen that our statement scarcely bears a re- 


These ; are the words of the Testimony of Original Sece ie ors, on which the authors of the 
pamphie t found their charge agaimst the Synod for being in favor of Establishments. 

They tell us inthe pamphlet, (and we have no reason to dipute it) that they have been 
called ‘* a lax party in Synod, and no Seceders.” 
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semblance either in language or ideas, to the representation given of # 
by the Appendix, But in like manner they vo on misrepresenting ane 
perverting our language whereve they have noticed it. And this is so 


laring, that we are entirely willing to rest the matter here, so far as the 
character of our publication is concerned. For our remarks neither as- 
erted nor implied that there was anny thing like entire harmony in the 
last Synod, but rather, the reverse. Neither was the ‘ wish” expressed, 
nor implied that the Synod might “ never be more harmonious.” 

But why this anxiety to make the public believe that the last Synod 
were uncommonly contentious ’ We can account for it inno other way 
than upon the principle, that men are sometimes found willing to rende: 
themselves infamous, if by any possibility they can cast infamy upon their 
associates. ‘This game has often been played. And we have witnessed 
individuals set themselves in Opposition to the regular proceedings of 
church courts in such a manner as necessarily to callout debate, or com- 
pel the court to surrender its character, and then go their way lament- 
ing the want of peace and harmony in their brethren. Now, in such 
men we have no confidence. ‘They give us no evidence of being friends 
to the cause they profess and are bound to maintain. And how far this 
spirit yay have Opel ited in the present case we know not. 

But, as Dr. Bruce was not willing to Jet us off with the drubbing we 
have received from the authors of the pamphlet - but has renewed the 
lire, in his ** Additional Remarks,” it would be ungentlemanly not to pay 
our respects to him. And we will not pursue the unfair course that has 
been pursued towards us, but shall let the Dr. speak for himself: He 
says, page 28—* Our Synod, virtually, in their decision, substitute the 
principles of Original Seceders for our own. They say they continue 
in communion with them ‘as constituted on that Testimony.’ Had they 
said simply that they continue in communion with them, it would have 
been obvious that they were making the points of diflerence matter of for- 
bearance.” Now suppose the words “constituted under said Testimony” 
had been omitted, could the Synod possibly have continued in communh- 
ion with them in any other way than as constituted under said Testi- 
mony! Really we can see no difierence, but as the Dr. is a philosophi- 
cal Divine, he may have had something in his mind’s eye, not discovera- 
ble by ‘ordinary minds.” Again, same page, he asks—* is it said that 
the ‘Testimony of Original Seceders is on these, and every other point 
the same as our own! Why not then formally approve of that ‘Testi- 
mony ?” ‘To the first question we answer it is not said tobe “the same,” 
for it was written by different men in different words, and it is possible 
there may be different shades of meaning, put upon its language, espe- 
cially by a forced construction ; such as these men know how to apply. 
And respecting the second question, it may be conjectured that the Sy- 
nod deemed this unnecessary ; because they are satisfied with our own 
‘Testimony. And it may also be conjectured that while the Synod Saw 
no sufficient reason why they should not continue im communion with 
the Original Seceders, they saw no necessity for a formal adoption of 
their Testimony, lest the authors of the pamphlet and Dr. Bruce should 
have some shadow of proof to sustantiate the charge which they have 
made against Synod, arising from the fact that the words used in the Tes- 
timony of Original Seceders are not identically the same with those 
used in our own. But now they have been compelled to make their 
charge without the least particle of proof. It is hoped these conjectures 
will not be charged to the Syn d, 

Again, page 29, the Dr. says—“ the writer in the Monitor was con- 
scious that the Synod must either be considered as establishing, by the 
last expression of their minds on the subject of the magistrate’s power 
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and national covenanting, the sentiments of Original Seceders for our 
»wn. or that they must declare that our fellowship with the Orginal Se 


eeders was not on the footing of an approbation of their Testimony. He 
chose the last.” This sentence, to say th st of it, is a disingenuous 
perversion of our language, and meaning. “ The writer in the Monitor’ 
was nol conscious of either of the th s that are here ascribed to him. 
Neither did he choose “the Jast.” In pr of of this he confide ntl, ay 

peals to the article itself, where it is said, “ the Synod judged that there 
were NO ditlerences, at least of a practical bearing, of sufhcient mag 
nitude to justly a Se] aration. * This sentence qualifies our inguage, 


and shows that nothing more was intended, than that the Synod had not 
in a formal, judicial manner approve dof the Testin ony of O1 nal Se 
ceders. «The writer in the Monitor,” instead of being conscious of 
what is here ascribed to him, supposed, and so asserted, that the Synod 
still adhered to their own sentiments, but continued the union because 
they saw nothing in the Testimony of Original Seceders that could justify 
a separation. And could not this be done withouta formal judi ial adop- 
tion of their Testimony ? We cannot see why the Synod should desire 
two judicial Testimonies at the same time, any more than a human body 
should desire two heads, though both should thinh alike. Nor ye t can 
we see why they should break with their brethren in Scotland, while 
nothing could be found in their T stimony 10 usury a St paration. 

If any thing could surprise us after what has been witnessed, we should 
be surprised to find the Synod charged with “folly and wickedness” 
“in throwing the true meaning of their act from their own shoulders, 
and granting it to the irr sponsible authority of the Monitor to inform us 
about it,” p. 30. We know, that not a sitgle member of the last Synod 
knew any thing respecting the article in the Monitor, except the writer 
of it, till it was published. But we do not know what spirit dictated this 
serious charge against the Synod, of “folly and wickedness” on such a 
foundation as this. If the reader be not already convinced, we should 
suppose this would convince him of the true character of this pamphlet 
And who after reading this can fail to appreciate the following unhal 
lowed call upon our members to break up foundations and add another 
to the almost numberless, broken and bleeding fragments of the once glo- 
rious Reformation ? 


“There is now,” says the Dr. “an opportunity, in 


the providence of God, to ascertain whether zeal for the principles of om 
profession alone, can be the cause of stamping on a part of the members 
of our communion the title and name of true Seceders,”’ p. 31. Soit seems 
the Dr. would not have allour members become true Seceders! Strange! 
We have never met with a parallel to this in. any other writer profess 
edly Christian. But ina volume of Sermons by the same writer, we 
page 91.—** We would not 
have Christ considered to be God by all men!’ This sentence stands 
independently without any qualifying language. How it came there we 
know not.t 

But says the Dr. page 30—‘“‘it 1s we 


find the same kind of sentiment expressed. at 


ll known that I have always been 
considered the least tractable to submit to some things, that were either 
mere rules of expediency, or which 


book belonging to the Secession.” 


to be found in no former statute 
ls sentence ap 


It is not very evident what is meant by “ things found 


are 
Ah awe « } 
I} ears ambircuous. 


n no former stat 


* See Rel. Mon. vol. 10. p. 218. 

t It becomes the writer of this article to speak with caution, and all due deferance to other 
and he dares not trust himself, to utter the thoughts that rush into the mind. But it is sug 
gested to the reader to ask himself whether there is not here abundant reason for the painful 
suspicion, that the writer of this call for division, is dissatisfied with the honor received from 
men in his present connexion, and is desirous to rally round him a few individuals, whe will 
cheerfully offer the desired quantum of grateful incense to the well known vanity of the man 


Vou. XI. 15 
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ute book.” as these are distinguished from “ rules of expediency.’ Aparf 
from rules of expediency, the Secession church, strictly speaking, ac 
knowledges but one statute book viz: the sacred scriptures. And it is 
ways assumed that her subordinate Standards must always conform t 
s only statute book of the church, while they may be potnted against 
sting and particular evils. Butsome rules of expediency are necessa- 


ry in every well regulated society, and when such rules are not unscriy 
l ral. th \ must be obs rved., or the re 1s at once an ¢ nd of all organize cd 
bodies of men. And on what principle the Dr. reconciles his contempt for 
rules of expediency, with that submission in the Lord which is clearly 


due to his co-Presbyters is not easily discovered. It is required of pri 
vate members, that they * be subject to the order and du ipline of the 
house of God,”’* and surely nothing less is expected from ministers. 
Avain: “about some things, which are nursed into existence for a little 
me, and become the darl 


t ng of aflection and care, and then pass away 

like Jonah’s gourd, my voice has been little heard. In sucha situation 
there always occurred to my mind the saying of Bishop Leighton— 
‘while so many preach to the times, they might permit one individual to 
preach Christ only,” page 30. At first reading, this sentence struck us 
as not being remarkable for modesty; but it was soon recollected that 
the author is a D. D. and “ Principle of the Western University of Penn- 
sylvania,” and that he had, in the /atter character published a volume of 
Discourses. But surely, the great body of our ministers must have been 
egregious fools all along, for lamenting the spirit of the times, which is 

i 

against the ‘*‘ old paths,” and will not endure the solid doctrines of the 
Bible; while they have only been nursing some worthles and ephemera! 
darling of their own, to the neglect of preaching Christ. Is it for this, 
that they have sutlered reproach, and been accounted fools? Is it for 
this, that many of them have forsaken houses and lands, and the bright- 
est worldly prospects; and have contented themselves with a portion of 


this world’s goods, barely sufhicient for their sustenance, “in labors 
abundant” and “ in journeyings often,” while one half of this mental and 
physical effort might have secured the riches and honors of the 
world!) Who will believe this? 

sut this arrogant pretension of preaching Christ to the exclusion of 
his brethren, induced us to look into the volume of Sermons to which 
reference has been already made. He tells us in his Introduction that 
—‘*'The present method of prosecuting an inquiry after truth” is “es- 
sentially different from that which was pursued in any age previously.” 
And it must be confessed, that we had not proceeded far before we were 
compelled to believe the truth of this, in relation to his “ method of pro- 
secuting an enquiry after truth.” And a little further on he gives us a 
specimen of the difference between his manner, and that pursued by di- 
vines “about two hundred years ago.” This difference would have been 
discovered, had it not been pointed out. Did our limits permit, the read- 
er should have copious specimens of this new method of preaching 
“Christ only ;” as it is believed nothing more would be necessary to lead 
him to adopt the saying of our Lord, Luke v. 39. ‘No man having 
drunk old wine, straightway desireth new: for he saith the old is better.” 
[tis necessary however, to give a few specimens. 

At page 11, on taking charge of his congregation at Pittsburgh, he tells 
them he had preferred their call to “many others”, which had been 
‘heard with an equally urgent tone, and nearly expressive claim.” And 
this discourse concludes with the following prayer:—‘Oh! Eternal 
Judge, may these people be my joy and crown of rejoicing, in the day 


* Testimony, p. 168 
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this view appears to be con med from page 129. “TTis two natures 


other. ‘}'eed the church of God w h he purchased with his own 
blood.’ ” 

And at page 121, these strange expressions 0 ‘“We do not know 
the particular persons whom God placed in 1 ection ; neither is this 
the prerogative of the Mediato / worth 1a ter as Mediat 
far less as a man’s representative!’ What canthis mean? Does it not 


+ 
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my sheep. 

The idea of a namerical or rather an mi by quantity appears 
to be frequently advanced At pp. 126, 127. we find the following ina 
note. The author is speaking of the death of Christ se Thi stice of 
God here is ke pt imma ulate, by his omniscience presenting to it the 
amount of the desert of the sins of all men, and by hi istice laving no 


more of it upon Christ, than the weight which belongs to the persons 


whom he represents. Ihe method of asell | nt on gen il terms with 


justice originates in the absolute weakness of men; and reminds us of the 
views of mankind form rly res] ectin the coustitution of material th nos, 
It was supposed that in the bodies of matter the « ents were huddled 
fortuitously together ; but modern s ice teaches us that through all na- 
ture the elements unite together on the principles of absolutely definite 
proportions. ” 

Here it will be seen, that the proof is altogether of a philosophical char- 
acter. This is the manner of our author. See p. 132, and many othe 
places. He seems much attached to “sound philosophy and reason.’ 
We suppose our old divines would have appealed to the scriptures. 
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Now on these subjects, we hoy ve to be excused for preferring the metft- 
od of treating them, which pre vail “d “about two hundred years ago. 
It suits our habits of thinking much better than any modern attempts to 
the logic of divine iuspiration. Itis as follows: 

\ late learned commentator on this epistle, takes occasion in this 
place, to reflect on Dr. Gouge, for affirming that Christ was a_ priest in 
both natures, which, as he says, cannot be true. I have not Dr. Gouge’s 
exposition by me, and so know notin what sense it is affirmed by him 
But that Christ is a priest in his entire person, and so in both natures, is 
true, and the constant opinion of all Protestant divines. And the follow 
ing words of this learne d author, being well explained, will clear the dif 
ficulty. For he saith, that he that is a pric st, is God, yetas God he is 
not, he cannot be a priest. For that Christ is a priest in both natures, is 
no more, but that in the discharge of his priestly oflice, he acts as God 
and man in one person, from whence the dignity and efficacy of his sa- 
credotal actings do proceed. It is not here required, th: it whatever he 
doth in the discharge of his office, must be an immediate act of the divine 
as well as of the human nature. No more is required unto it, but that 
the person whose acts they are, is God and man, and acts as God and 
man, in each nature suitably unto its essential properties. Hence, al- 
though God cannot die, that is, the divine nature cannot do so, yet God 
purchas ‘d his church with his own blood; and so also the Lord of glory 
was crucified for us. ‘The sum is, that the person of Christ is the prin- 
cipal of all his mediatory acts; although ta acts be immediately per- 


formed in and by virtue of his distinct natures, some of one some of an- 
other, according to their distinct properties and powers. Hence are they 


all theandrical ; wha +h could not be, if he were not a priest in both na- 
tures. 

It follows that, if the above statements be correct, the ‘atonement of 
Christ possesses infinite merit, and hence that the idea of a numerical 
atonement has no foundation in the scriptures. Many more things might 
be noticed in these Sermons, which would show that others have preac h- 
ed Christ as really, and with as much simplicity and plainness of speech 
as the ‘“ Principal of the Western University of Pennsylvania ;” but the 
reader must rest satisfied with the above speciments for the present. 
We are fully persuaded that these Disccurses possess but little practical 
utility. The redundant verbiage, the forced, unnatural collocation of 
words, the pompous sty le, and the inappropriate philosophical specula- 
tions brought forward in the way of proof and iflustration, and made to 
supply the place of the holy scriptures, must render them useless to the un- 
learned, and unsatisfactory to pious persons of learning and taste. 

Finally : If we have spoke n the words of truth and soberness, we are 
not concerned respecting the issue: If the cause of the reformation is to 
be reduced still lower: If more foundations are to be broken up, and 
more divisions to take place in the visible church, we are far more con- 
cerned lest we should give countenance to the fomenters of discord and 
disunion, than for any consequences that may follow respecting ourselves 
personally. And we conclude these de sultor y remarks in the language 
of the truly godly Halyburton, spoken on his death-bed: ‘Follow peace ; 
peace is worth much; wounding our church among her enemies is griev- 
ous. I would not have a hand in wounding the church of Scotland for 
a world. Wounding her at this day, is stabbing her under the fifth rib. 
These things are oppressive to me now, upon the view of eternity. For, 
‘let my right hand forget her cunning, if I prefer not Jerusalem to my 
chief joy.” For my brethren, for her peace and constitution I’ll pray. 








wen on Heb. ix, 13, 14. vol. 6. p. 307, 
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The great evil which, at this time, is like to be our bane, nay, our utter 
ruin, is, that there is a coldness and indifferency crept in, a want of ten- 
derness in the course of our walk, which gives a great advantage to our 
enemies. We do not maintain the Testimony of God in an humble, ten- 
der way, in such a day as this, when many are running from God. It 

o bea principle now, with many, to try how far they may go and 
not be ruined, that is, to go to the brink of destruction; but the christian 


. 


rule 1s, to stand at a distance,’ Laos. 


Art. IV. Reid on the Psalms. Extract from the manuscript of the work 
entitled. ** Helps to Christian Devotion, Vol. I]. 


Dissertation on SHAOUL, HADES, or the invisible state of de- 
parted spirits 

The existence of spirit is as capable of demonstration as the existence 
of body. It is obvious that the inert substance called matter, which is 
entirely inc apabl e of action or motion, could not exist of itself. Matter 
s brought into existence by spirit. A spirit is a being naturally active, 
and capable of enjoyment or suffering. God is a spirit self-existent and 
eternal, and therefore infinite in every spiritual attribute. ‘There are in- 
numerable created spirits in the universe. ‘They are fitted by their velo- 
city, and the inconceivable rapidity of their motion, for being the mes- 
sengers of God; and he sends them on the errands of his grace and mer- 
cy to his people. ‘He maketh his angels spirits, and his ministers a 
flame of fire. ‘Are they not all ministering spirits, sent forth to min- 
ister for them who shall be heirs of salvation!’ By their obedient dis- 
position, and the celerity of their motion, they are admirably qualified 
for their office. ‘The amazingly rapid progress of the streams of lighten- 
ing across the heavens may give us some notion of the celerity of spir- 
its in their motion from one part of the universe to another ; but we can 
have no notion, nor form any conjecture, or representation in our own 
minds, concerning the place er residence on eperem The way of obtain- 
ing knowledge on this subject is always by some figurative representa- 
tion. The word SHAOUL, which is often rendered the grave, the re- 
pository of dead bodies, signifies also the place of bay spirits when they 
are separated from the body.— When tidings came to Jacob that his son 
Jose »ph was devoured by a wild beast, and when his sons and his daugh- 
ters came to comfort him, he cutie to be comforted, and said: I will go 
down to my son mourning toSHAOUL, It is evident that he meant 
the residence of departed spirits. He used the common natural expres- 
sion of going down to the grave as to his body, ne he meant especially 
the residence of spirits or the regions of the dead, where there is con- 
sciousness. 

This subject is presented to us in the highest degree of sublimity and 
majesty by the prophet Isaiah, chapter xix. 11, 12, &c. ‘“ Hell from be- 
neath is moved for thee to meet thee at thy coming: it stirreth up the 
dead for thee, even all the chief ones of the earth; it hath raised up from 
their thrones all the kings of the nations. All they shall speak and say 
unto thee; art thou also become weak as we? art thou become like unto 
us? Thy pomp is brought down to the grave, and the noise of thy viols; 
the worm is spread under thee, and the worms cover thee. * ‘This ad- 
dress is made to the king of Babylon, and through him, in the way of 
parable or similitude, to that idolatrous power which is called Babylon 
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in the Revelation.—SIHIAOU L is moved and roused at seeing this terrible 


power brought low. It stirs up the mighty dead, the spirits of the ante- 
deluvian fathers, who had st h contidence in their powe rs, that they 

dared to make war against heaven :—for their horrible wickedness they 
were cast down to h their spirits are ke pt in the prison ot death. 
They are now convinced of their own weakness when compared with 
the power of the Almighty ; and they are represented as saying to this 
fallen tyrant, or the gran dynasty of ty rants and Oppressors, who for 
many ages have reigned over the earth, and in every age have estab- 
lished a religious despotism among mankind; art thou become weak and 
efleminate as me! are thy mighty spirits brought down to our condition ! 


Thy pomp is brought down to SHAOUL,—the noise of harps 
and all thy instruments of musie are put to silence. ‘Thou art placed in 
] | | 


a condition similar to a dead body which has been laid in the grave, and 


is subje ch d tothe humi! ating and disgusting process of | utrefaction, and 
the rioting of worms. It is thus expressed by the poet ;—* Proud king, 
~corruption fastens on thy breast, and calls her crawling brood, and 


! 


bids them share the feast 

There are many other places in seripture where the same subject is 
represented. It is said concerning Korah, Dathan and Abiram, Numbers 
xvi. 32; The earth open oh her mouth and swallowed them up, and their 
houses, and all the men that appertained to Korah, and all their goods.— 
They and all that appertain ae to them went down alive into SHAOUL, 
and the earth closed upon them; and they perished from among the con- 
gregation.” At the first view of this subject, as it appears in our trans- 
ai one might suppose that nothing more was intended to be commu- 
nicated, than that a chasm or pit was formed under the place where they 
stood, that they sunk down alive into it, and therefore it became their 
grave. But the true and substantial and spiritual meaning is, that, in the 
midst of their false he ypes,—when they looked forward to the destruction 
of Moses and Aaron, and to their own exaltation to the priesthood,— 
while they were in this sense living and enjoying the prospect of future 
glory as the chiefs of the nation, all their hopes fled in a moment, and 
their spirits were pr cipita ted into the regions of death. Thus they went 
down alive into SHUAOUL. 

— says, speaking by the pe of God in the lv. Psalm, while he 
imprecates the vengeance of God 1 pon his enemies; ‘‘let death seize 
upon en m, and let them go down Pi into hell, for wickedness is in 
their dwellings and among them.” The object for which we quote this 
text is not to enter into the discussion of the question, whether this im- 
precation is consistent with the spirit of christianity ; but merely to look 
into the fact which is here presented to us, name ly, that death does oc- 
casionally seize upon some men, and they co down living into SHAOUL. 
It is not meant that their bodies go down with their spirits into the pun- 
ishment of the second death; but it means ihe horrible change of their 
feelings, which takes place in a moment, when they fall from happiness 
to misery. ‘This imprecation is directe .d chie fly against Ahithophe ‘| the 
Gilonite, David’s counsellor, who was probably the chief of the conspir- 
ators with Absalom. It is directed also against Judas, the betrayer of 
our Lord, and the same kind of characters in every age. We are also 
particularly informed concerning the way in which death seized upon 
Ahithophel and Judas, and how they went down living into SHAOUL. 
The pains of hell may be said to have seized upon the former at that mo- 
ment when Absalom and all the men of Israel said “the counsel of Hushai 
the Archite is better than the counsel of Ahithophel.” He then began 
to experience the horrible and intolerable pains of guilt, disappointment 
and despair. It was truly a dreadful reverse. He was then the second, 
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and perhaps the first man int nation. His I ti its Were not 
absolutely necessary in the ¢ ron t W . D { was king, but Ab- 
saiom could not rOV ro without | : 1 | | 1 tts ! ince by 
the induigence ot} tralt ( ~ Lion, | ce. - bis own heart con- 
demned him of the crime ot travir But he had not 
that godly sorrow which wo eth 1 pentance unto salvation. Llis was 
the s rroW Ol the world which worket ttt). With a bosom tortured 
by shame, remorse and despair, | rel ted to his hous put his atlairs 
in ord id then put a pei to his st \' his 
spirit descended nto SHAOUL to sutler the shment, which is un 
mingled with comfort and destitute of hope. His false hopes departed 
iddenly, and his bosom beeame the prey of the worm that never dies. 
The same doctrine is presented to us In revelation xix. 20. “ The 
beast was taken and with him the fals prophet that wrought miracles 


1 1 1 ae 4 ] 
bet fore him ; With which he deceived th m that had received the mark ot 
the beast, and them that worship his ima Sods Th sc were both cast 


alive into the lake of fire burning with brimstone. By the beast and the 


false prophet we are to understand that enormous combination of spin 
} } ] ] 4 

tual and t [ emporal power, Which Is descl a the Xu. ol Revelation. 

It comp! hends all who are active in promoting and propagating antl 


Christian doctrines and worship. ‘Thev always continue to make it the 


interest of men to follow them, and thus thev are deceived; and they re- 
' 
ceive the mark of the beast { wors sin while they believe 


they are worshipping the Red hus false religion obtains powe 
| ae | 
among mankind, and Satan appears as an angel of light.—Thus the out- 
i 
ward visible church, and the popular religion is designated in the word 
i i 


of God, by the name of Babylon; and the spiritual power that rules in 

the church, and in the world, by means of the church, is embodied 

as Ahithophel, Norah and Judas. They are said to be 
| | h brimstone, because their pun. 


such characters 
cast alive nto t } 
ishment in the regions of the dead will be more terribie than the punish- 
mentof common sinners: and it will come upon them ina way whic th they 
do not expect. When they shall say peac and safety, then sudden destruc 
tion cometh upon them as travail upon a woman with child; and they 
hall ——— Comfort and joy in any kind of active employment 
are called | le. Good men are said to live in the practice of righteous- 


pr 2 
ad men live in the practice of iniquity: and when they are 


| 
ness, and | 


cut off in their sins, | 
living into SHAOU L. 

It seems to have been the 0} inion of the ancients that the | lace of de- 
parted spirits, both of the righteous and the wickea, is in the bowels of 
the earth. But it is merely their opinion It has not the authority of 
the word of God. The author is sorry for some unguarded expressions 


yy some sudden stroke, they are said to be cast down 


which dropp d Irom his | nh ih his d ssertation on the XV1. Psalm. He 
did not mean to say. we are taught in the scriptures, that HADES, is in 
the bowels of the earth. He does not believe that the place of departed 
spirits is at all matter of revelation. The spirits of the wicked are in a 
place of confinement, which is called a prison; and is represented 
loathsome and disgusting by the symbol _ e grave, where the body is 
incarcerated. It is said “to be below; and as the body is said to descend 
into the grave, so the spirit descends into SH. \OUL. But a spiritual 
descent is not the same as the descent of the body. It signifies eeatiin., 
tion, misery, or the feeling of degradation. The spirits in SHAOUL 
feel that they have lost all their power and all their excellence. The 
place is called the bottomless pit, because the mis ry of the sufferers is 
deeper than our knowledge, and their anguish shall continue to increase 
for ever P : 
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It is of little importance to us, in what part of the universe this place 
is situated. But the opinions of Josephus on this subject are certainly 
the opinions of the Jews in the time in which he lived; and had been 
handed down from generation to generation. It is true they might have 
been corrupted like their other traditions, and like the opinions of the 
Greeks and Romans. Their opinions concerning ‘Tartarus and the 
Elysian Fields are no better than fables, because they have been altered 
and amended and decorat -" according to the fancy of the poets. It is 
not probable that Josephus used the same license ; ‘because he seems to 
have been a lover of truth: but his authority is not divine, and he gives 
us merely the opinions of men on this subject. He tells us that HADES 
is the place where the souls of the righteous and the unrighteous are de- 
tained. ltis a subterraneous region where the light of this world does 
not shine. <A place of custody for souls, and angels are their keepers. 
There is a certain place in this region which is called the lake of fire. 
This cannot be quenched, and is reserved as the place of everlasting 
uunishment for those who shall be condemned at the judgment day. 
But there is also in the bowels of the earth a place of happiness for the 
spirits of the ogni When they depart from the body and enter into 


the region, they are led by angels with hyms of praise to ‘the right hand, 
where there is a region of light, and the prospec t of a greater and greater 
degree of comfort. The fathers who ih former ages, have entered into 


this place of enjoyment, look with complacency and delight on their chil- 
dren who are entering. It is called Abraham’s bosom, where all believ- 
ers enjoy continually the smiles of Abraham, the father of the faithful. 
But when the spirits of the unrighteous enter the infernal regions, they 
are dragged to the left hand. ‘They are continually punishe d by ange Is 
who are set over them for this purpose, and who still thrust them down- 
wards into misery. Sometimes they bring them to the neighborhood of 
the lake of fire, at which their hearts are filled with terror. The pains 
are increased by beholding the righteous in the place of happiness, into 
which they cannot be admitted; nor can they receive any alleviation 
of their suffering from any righteous man. 

The truth on this subject is set before us much more clearly by the 
Redeemer in the parable of the rich man and Lazarus. It is not indeed 

called a parable. It is a statement of facts which ac sith took place ; 
and it is intended to give us some knowledge of facts, which are taking 
place every day. Parables are not fictitions but realities, Which are 
used as similitudes, to present certain truths to the mind. The passage 
of the Israelites through the Red Sea to the land of Canaan is a parable. 
It was a real and literal journey, but it is intended to represent the Chris- 
tidn’s course in this world to the heave nly Canaan. Thus this fact of 
the rich man and Lazarus may be said to be a ‘parable ; because by 
means of it we may obtain some knowledge of heaven and hell, the pun- 
ishment of the wicked, and the happiness of the righteous in the spiritual 
world. 

When the rich man died, and his body was laid in the tomb to become 
food for worms, his soul descended into the state of suffering and degra- 
dation. The pains of hell took hold on him, he found grief and trouble. 
The enemy was permitted to tear his soul like a lion, rending it in pieces, 
and there was no deliverer. But he offered no prayers to God. The 
time appointed for salvation was passed, he had rejected the offer and 
there was no longer any salvation for him. He had sunk into the regions 
of despair, and he never thought of making any supplications to God for 
deliverance. He had neglected prayer when he was upon the earth. 





* Luke xvi. 
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( 
yond the condition of the body inthe grave. If we would enter into the 
spirit of these declarations of the Psalmist, we must look to the state of 
the spirit rather than that ot the body. Death is a state of conscious 
misery. It is the natural condition of man ever since the fall. Sin entered 
and death by sin. (Rom. v. 12. We can see but little of the meaning of 
this declaration of the apostle if our minds are merely turned to the separa- 
tion of soul and body, ,or to the condition ot the | Tea’ in the grave. The 
apostle declares that when man became a sin 
and the world has been in a sutlering condition ever since the fall. Our 
comforts in this world are all mingled with sorrow. But suflering with- 


out comfort is the condition of the sinful spirit in the state of death. The 


i 


pecame a suflerer, 


present world affords the sinner some comfort while he continues in it ; 
but the world passeth away an l the lusts thereof, and therefore the sin- 
ner shall be able to find no pleasure in the spiritual world. 


A 
‘ 


But it is a condition of positive misery. It is not only destitute of 
comfort ; but every sinful spirit suffers a degree of misery in proportion 
to his guilt. ‘There, there can be no praises given to the Almighty, and 
there cannot, in the proper and active sense of the word, be any remem- 
brance of him. We have mentioned betore that the word remembrance 
in the Hebrew has always an active sense. It signifies an exertion of 
our minds to bring certain objects before us. ut the spirits of the wick- 
ed in the state of death have no hope in the mercy of God. The very 
thought of his presence would be misery, and therefore they do not wish 
to revolve the painful subject in their minds. When the rich man found 
himself in torments, and beheld the happiness of the saints in heaven, he 
did not recognize the presence of God among them, dispensing his kind- 
ness to them all. ‘This view of the subject would have added to his mis- 
ery. He would not ask any favor from God, whose mercy he had de- 
spised in this life, for hi ‘ide still remained with him. when he was cast 
down to the state of cd a h. He robal L\ thor oht he had some claims 
on the services of Lazarus, who had been fed with crumbs from his table ; 
and he desired from his hand, a small alleviation of his misery. This 
is no pr of that the state of happiness and the state of woe are in the 
vicinity of each other. Spirits can move with inconceivable velocity. 
We are amazed at the velocity of the lightn 


y ng, when we see it passing 
from one side of the heavens to the other. But we know that the licht- 
ning is a material substance, and is still far behind spirit in the velocity 


of its motion. ‘Therefore there can be ne reason to doubt that spl 
can know one at al converse at a dintance far beyond our con- 
ception. Lazarus would no doubt have been willing to administer re- 
lief to him that was in torment; but he had nm t! 


p rmiission 3 and there was 


rt 
an immense chasm or gulf, @ vastum inane. between them: over which 
even spirits could not pass. The spirits of tl 


| 1c wicked are in prison in 
the state of death, and are reserved for the judgment of the great day, 
They are in a state of suffering, because their guilty conscience like a 
worm in the living flesh must always give them pain. This is the worm 


Vou. XI. , 16 
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that never dies.—The pain of it is experienced in some degree by alf 
wicked men in this world, and it does not cease by their departure into 
the world of spirits. As the worms were continually rioting on the dead 
bodies, and the fire was kept constantly burning in the valley of Tophet ; 
so there is continued misery in the regions of spiritual death. 

But Lazarus was delivered from death when his soul departed from 
his body. He died and was carried by angels into Abraham’s bosom. 
Ile was immediately delivered and conveyed away from the state of death. 
Death or suffering is the condition of the soul when it is passing out of 
the body. But the righteous man does not continue in it for one moment 
after the soul departs from the body. Deathecannot hold him any longer. 
He goes immediately into the st ite of endless life. This is heaven. It 
is very little difference by what name it is called. There are degrees of 
blessedness and exaltation. But the very first stage of it is a state of 
comfort. The souls of the wicked do remain in the state of death: but 
the souls of the righteous do enter into peace. Hence Abraham said to 
the rich man; “now he is comforted and thou art tormented.” There 
is no foundation for believing in purgatory. ‘This is merely an invention 
of men to give hope to the sinner that he may be delivere xd from death, 
some length of time after his soul has de parte ¢ out of his bedy. They 
teach sinners that the prayers and alms ef their friends may be effectual 
to deliver them out of the state of death, or after they have gone into that 
place where there is no remembrance of God. The word of God gives 
no countenance to this opinion. On the contrary Lazarus was not per- 
mitted to dip the tip of his finger in water, and cool the tongue of the 
rich man, who had permitted him to be fed with the crumbs which felt 
from his table. ‘Therefore there can be given no deliverance, and no 
alleviation, to those who are now suffering misery in the regions of the 


dead. 


(To be concluded in our next. 


Art. V. The affairs of the Theological Seminary of the Associate Church. 


[t is no doubt known to our readers that the Associate Synod has been engaged for 
two years past in erecting buildings for the Seminary. At the last meeting of Synod, 
the following resolution was adopted: viz. ** Resolved that it be recommended to eve- 
ry minister of the Synod, to use all practicable means to raise contributions te liqui 
date the debts of Synod, arising from the erection of the Seminary buildings, and for 
ward the said contributions as soon as possible to the Treasurer.” The following 
statement by the Treasurer, Mr. Daniel Houston, jast received, will show what has 
been received in pursuance of this call, that is, since the last meeting of Synod up to 
June 24, the date of the statement, viz— 





‘* Cash received from James Morrow, Massies Creek, 20,00 

6s 66 Joshua Emory, Canonsburgh, Pa. 10,00 

“ 66 William Frazer, Beaver Co. Pa. 35,00 

“s 6s William Morris, Baltimore, 400,00 

ss 6 Hugh Hamil, Esq. Ligonier, Fa. 20,00 

sé ‘6 Ligonier Congregation, 11,00 
74 t+ te +. 3. 1 24 

se 6 Buffalo Congregation, 15,00 

“ be Florida Congregation, N. Y. 30,00 
$549,124 


Mr. H. further states, ‘‘that there is a contribution from the congregation of Char- 
tiers being in the hands of the Congregation’s Treasurer and ready to be paid over. 
That he has now paid to the contractor, Mr. Calahan on his contracts for putting up 
he buildings $3,590 00, exclusive of what has been paid for grates for the fire-places, 




















































enclosing the garden, &c. That he is now engaged in puttine up a stable and some 
other necessary outbuildings, all of which when completed will leave due to him on his 
contracts at least $2,200 00. There will also be some contingent expenses, for remov- 
ing rubbish from the lot, and putting up some fences. &c. And to meet allt 
expenditures and demands, there are now in the] Sure Ss. ( sent aval 


able about #750 00, leaving a deficiency of at least @1450.” 


y nceien 
From the above statement, it apy rs that i the am t received since the iast 
“oO 1 ; " s 
meeting of Synod but a sma part of it. has been contribute bv congvrecat is. And 
‘ } 3 J } s , e = , 
as Svnodisentirely dependent on the voluntry contributions of the me ers and con 


sregations to meet the above deficiency and defray the other expences connected with 
the support of the Hall, it is hoped the most active and efficient means will imme 
ately be taken by all the congrevations and the individuals of the Secession ( ré 
to relieve the Synod from the present embarrassment. The increased wants of the 
Secession Church made the building indispensably necessary. The building is 1 
completed—and it is acknowledged by all who have seen it, as very suitable for the 


purpose intended, and highly creditable to the taste, en 


terprise and economy ot the 


Committee who superintended its erection. By turning to the former Reports of the 
‘Treasurer, it will be seen that some of the wealthiest concrecations have not vet con 
tributed any thing to the erection of this building. The burthen has as yet fallen on a 
small portion of our church. But it is hoped the call will not now be made in vain. A 
small sum from each individual, would meet the present necessity. The call in the 
resolution of Synod quoted above, is made by the highest authority of the Church, to 
which, you have promised submission in the Lord. The statement of the Treasuret 
shows the present urgent necessity. What conscientious person can refuse to cont 
bute “ac ording as God has blessed him?” And is it not plainly a re imious duty to ao 
so? Ther should be communion and fellowship in bearing the burthens of the chur 
as well as in enjoying her privileges. Let every member of the Secession church, i 
connexion with this appeal to his liberality, read t lat remarkable challencve and promise 
which God addressed to his people of old, by his servant the pre phet Ma chi. ¢ 
9—12. God challenged them for robbing him, in not bringing their tithes and offerings, 
and declares that, for that very thing they were cursed with a curse. And in verse 10. 
God graciously condescends to reason and plead with his people on this int. Brine 
ve. says he, all the tithes into the storehouse. that there may be meat in mv ho se, 
and prove me, now herewith, saith the Lorp of hosts, if [ will not « pen you the win 


dows of heaven and pour you out a blessing, that there shall not be room enough to 


receive it.” Yea, he woes farther and promises blessings « yresponding to the liber- 
ality with which the \ sl ild contribute. v. 11 and 12, ‘* And I will rebuke the devour 
er for your sakes, and he shall not destroy the fruit of your ground: neither s!] 
your vine cast her fruit before the time in the field, saith the Lorp of hosts. And al] 
nations shall call you blessed: for ye shall be a deliohtsome Jand, saith the Lorp of 
hosts.” , 


Art. VI. Extracts of a letter from the United Secession Church of 
Scotland. 


The General Synod of the United Necession Chu re h sé nd Pree ting lo the R, 2. Mod: ra 
tor and other members of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church, in th 
United States of America. 





Beloved Brethren in Christ,—We hail with much joy the opening of correspondence 
among religious denominations of evangelical character, in different and even « t 
parts of the world, as one of the striking and favourable sign f r time n the 
conflict of great principles, now rapidly approaching that crisis, which, accor to 
the sure word of prophecy, shall change the aspect of the wo c] esponde 
will unite the hosts of true Christianity against those of infidelity and ungodliness. 
Even by revealing the strength of the former—their numbers, their state, their mov 
ments in the common cause, and the influence they are ely to have on public opinion 
it cannot but serve cre: to revive the courage f the fearful among them, whil 
must tend, at the same time, to repress the gloriation of their adversaries over ar 
ticipated triumph. as the sure result of any mighty concussion which may be expect 

We joyfully received your proposal of correspondence, as we had done that of t 
Dutch Reformed Church, the preceding year. ‘Instead of ¢ omplaining that vou did 
not think of us sooner, we feel that some apology would be needful on our part, for nct 


resolving to address you, when the example of such correspondence had been sct us 
by the church to which we at that time replied. Passing this with the same 
- r 


r ‘ 


which you express, we now cordially salute you in the Lord, and solicit the continuance 
of a correspondence, which may be profitable to us both, and serve to promote the 
common cause of true religion. At the very commencement of our sititings, when 
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agitated, and ¢ ly ! t ttent I ! sn ( sses in Britain. we. who have 








, ely, ? { Pm ¢ t contribut ave regarded 
. { : ; ‘ ‘ ] y state of reho } among you, the 
decres " tw) { d in doctrine. ! ID. l ne. ar ro ernment, and your 
‘ , , . p a ferent t ry ve the ¢ r of a certain triumph to in 
{ t+ ~ en L y P ( of secul 
f f SV oft re rice ‘ prote ( Ci : 
‘ t ) tlie site i i ¢ ntributions, or 
f etifv the S th. vat ed and ¢« erty rked, are often alleced with 
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our ¢ recat :, i tion to an ant collection to the Synod’s fund 
C1. eharit a es. as well as to all their other contributions for 


the i ay is of a common character. have civen liberally to this 
object. For a er of years, a part of the meetings of the Supreme Court, has 
oe t, bas v affait _when the committees appointed to superintend this 
' ; their re ts, and receive further instruction. How we 

seidiinins ‘ earn from the ted reports which accompany this 
etter. B st © eX 3, t Sy d have t Miss iries to Canada, and have 


Wi ( f t ( st ¢ ‘ ( \ s of ¢ rion mong vou, earnestly 

ne ne into t ect, { ;s of sensible refreshing are but little known in our 
Atte t ( e in our ¢ ntry to propagate certain delusions, 

ri to the « tion of ext rv eifts as the pr le to a supposed visible ap 
pe of S r, for t rpose of establishing his Millennial reion on the 
‘ 7 t t ! ns 1 t their follv has be 
‘ ( t t ( Christians here from mingling any spe 
cl t f t ent thre ( ectation t the ror sed effusion of the 
Ss , t { t that the tii s spoke concerning Zion are to be 
2 ! ed, not ry interposition, but by vigorous exertions in the use 
aif ok eae. H . On the subject of revivals we shall be clad of further 
cor ence, if ] enture it may cherish our hopes, and rouse our churches to a 
| tion of the era ved on vou, that they may not come behind others 
n ( ! \ : ernatural influence alone, 
that can produce true per nent relic : ynothing elise can ¢ forth the manifesta 
tion of re n wher t exists. al excite an earnest concern bout its extension to 
those who are destitute of it. and of the proper means by which it is produced. 

Most cor did we enter int vour recommendation of setting apart the first 
MM f t ear th t r munion, for united prayer along with you and 
others, for t] tpouring of the Spirit, in order to the revival of religion, and the dif. 
f f the spel by the wise, efficient, and extensive co-operation of all Eyangeli- 
cal Christians. For the very objects did the primitive dis ples } in ‘** with one ac 
cord in praver.’’ after the ascens of Jesus. And we cannot but augur well from the 
analoeyv of purpose put into the hearts of disciples at this period. Only let us, like 
them, ‘*‘ continue with one accord in prayer,” till the promised blessings be conferred ; 

1 even then, let us persevere in prayer, like the disciples at Antioch, till instruments 
he furnished. and the way be fully opened for Evangelizing the world: and still let 
prayer ascend for the prosp rity of the work till the consummation be attained. 

Dear Brethren. since we know that God heareth not sinners, it is the more incum 





hent on those who have received the truth in the love of it, to pray for sinners, and to 
make ‘** prayers and intercessions for all men that they may be save~.”’—not only for 
1 of everv rank. but of everv kindred and nation, And since we know that if there 
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ple——‘‘ The Magistrates and Town Council of the good town of Kirkaldy.” Mr. 
George Meldrum returne d thanks. ; 

The Chairman then proceeded to the toast of the evening ; but before approaching 
the subject he adverted to a circumstance which had recently occurred at Dundee. It 
frequently happened, that the greatest professors of liberality were not the greatest 
practisers of it. They had all heard of Mr. Andrew Johnson, member of Parliament 
for the St. Andrews district of burghs, who in zeal for the liberties of his country, 
had enlisted in the cause of the Anti-Patronage Society, and was going from town to 
town inveighing against patronage, and supporting the principles of that society.* 
They also al! knew that ill-informed minds and meagre speakers seize upon smal] ob- 
jects that first present themselves; and this had been the case with the member of 
Parliament, who, instead of confining himself to discussing the subject immediately 
connected with the association, of which he is the chief pillar, diverged to a question 
that did not lie within a thousand leagues of him. He (Mr. J.) adverted toa meeting 
jately held in Edinburgh, for a purpose similar to that on which they had met, and, in- 
stead of representing that meeting as composed of liberal and enlightened men—of de- 
scendants of the men who would have shed their blood in maintaining the truth of the 
Gospel—he represented itas a meeting of wild and revellous bacchanals.t The mem- 
ber of Parliament had spoken of posers and had he (Mr. J.) been present to-night, he 
{Mr. L.) would have put some questions to him that would have proved posers. He 
would have asked him if ministers live on air any more than members of Parliament. 
He pretends to have a great knowledge of the Bible; he (Mr. L.) would have called 
on him to point out where it is forbid for afew friends to meet and rejoice in each oth- 
ers company. He had spoken of the fashion of the Jews; he (Mr. L.) would have 
pointed out to him where God gaye permission to that people to eat and drink, and re- 
yoice according to the abundance he had conferred on them, Mr. Johnson had spoken 
of fasting and prayer. The Pharisees fasted and prayed, and paid tithe. Oh! how 
that would rejoice the heart of the member of Parliament. The reverend gentleman 
went on in a similar strain for some time, and then adverted to the circumstances which 
led to the Secession in 1733 of Ralph Erskine and others from the Church of Scotland. 
It had been said that it was the question of patronage which caused the schism—that 
was a mistake.t The real cause of the Secession was the tyrannical conduct of the 
General Assembly. He combated, as absurd, the idea of the ministers of that body 
ever being taken back into the bosom of the Church of Scotland, except upon terms 
to which they conld never submit. He contended that the Church of Scotland had 
the power to abolish patronage any day they pleased—they had only to enact that no 
licentiate should be allowed to accept a presentation, unless he had the suffrage of the 
majority of the parish. This would destroy patronage; but the Church would not do 
it, for the best of all reasons, there was patronage within patronage. Although there 
was no chance of the Secession body being re-united to the National Church, there 
was every probability that the Relief, and several small bodies in Scotland, the Evan- 
gelical Dissenters in England, as well as Presbyterians in America, would unite as one 
great Christian ecclesiastical body, and concluded by proposing ‘* The United Seces- 
sion Church, and may it continue to prosper, till she be swallowed up inthe church 
universal.” —Cheers. 

The memory of Erskine, Fisher, &c, and other toasts were subsequently given. 

The supper did great credit to Mr. Cunnineham of the National Inn. It was sub- 
stantial, abundant, and moderate in price.—Fifeshire Journal. 


* Is the United Secession Church an advocate for patronage ? It has been laid to their charge in 
some of the Scottish papers, that they are opposed to any kind of Reform in the Established 
Church, lest, by correcting abuses, she should be able to withstand the — war waged against 
her. With what degree of truth this charge is made, is not known.—Ed. Mon. 


+“ Wild and revellous bacchanals,” is rather harsh ; but if Christian ministers will do the deeds 
of bacchanals, we kuow not why they should not also bear the name.—Jb. 


’ 


t The refusal of Judicatories to allow ministers to testify against the evils of Patronage, was cer- 
tainly one of the three prominent causes of Secession. The Synod of Perth and Stirling appointed, 
that Mr. Erskine should be rebuted and admonished at their bar, for the following sentences respect- 
ing the call of a minister to his work. He had just spoken of the call of Ged. He now speaks of 
the call of the church.—‘* The call of the Church lies in the free choice and election of the Chris- 
tian people. The promise of conduct and counsel, in the choice of men that are to build,—is not 
made to patrons, heritors, or any other set of men ; but tothe Church, the body of Christ—to 
whom apostles, prophets, evangelists, pastors and teachers are given. As it is a natural privilege of 
every house or society of men, to have the choice of their own servants or officers ; so itis the 
privilege of the House of God ina particular manner. Whata miserable bondage would it be reck- 
oned, for any family to have stewards or servants imposed on them hy strangers ; who might give 
the children a stone for bread or a scorpion instead of a fish, poison instead of medicine ? And shall 
we suppose, that ever God granted a power to any set of men—patrons, heritors, or whatever they be, 
a power to impose servants on his family, without their consent ; they being the freest society in 
the world ?—See Gib’s Display, Vol. i. pp. 387, 403. 
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E tlract of a letter from Edinl urTcr. 1Q/ 


Arr. VII. Extract of a letter written hy an Original Seceder, and ad- 
dressed to the Editor of the Religious Monitor, dated Edinburgh, Jan. 
20, 1834. 





‘¢ Mr. Stevenson's work, on the Offices of Christ, will suit both countries. Dr. 
Cox from America, told the United Synod at their late 1 tine, that all the members 
of the Gene ral Assembly I oht be ca le 1 Calvi ists, ( f the ministers of the 
Church of Scotland who are considered Evangeli uch more sothan your 
Hopkinsians, may be called Calvinists too, by a misnomer. Very few of th mare 
what we would term marrow-men. And thougn, as Dr. M’Crie said li tely. our last 


reforming General Assemblies have been drawing the sword of discipline against cer 


tain heretics, it has been all on one side—avainst those who have carried the doctrines 


of grace toan extreme, while they have spared others in ofhice and emolument, who 
have publicly opposed these doctrines, and censured the former too, in the way of re- 
viving an Act of Assembly which was levelled against men of whom the Church of 
Scotland then was not worthy, viz. Boston, Hog, G. Wilson, and others. It is one 
comfort, that Patronage seems to be tottering to its fall, and we may expect many 
abuses to follow in its train, but what the issue may be, time must tell. It 1s not likely 
that any thing more will be done for some time, at least, in the matter of our proposed 
union with the Burghers. Ihearthat that body are much divided in sentiment—some 
would prefer going over to the United Secession body; and others of them expect 
forthwith to be received into the establishment. ‘The United Sy nod acreed at their last 
‘meeting to hold correspondence with your General Assembly, (the former year they 
agreed to hold fellowship with the Dutch Reformed.) and to interchange delegates 
with the Congregationalists in England. The Cameronians or Reformed Synod, it is 


said, are much divided in sentiment here as well as with you. In Ireland they are al 
most at arupture. A crisis seems at hand. 

We lost an excellent minister some months ago, Mr. Peter M’Dermot of Auchin 
] ] 


leck. His death was a heavy blow to our small body, especially in the part of the 

country where he labored. Mr. Chalmers of Haddington and Professor Paxton, are 

both getting very infirm. They have regular supply of preaching, though they still 

take part of the work. Mr. Chalmers has been settled at Haddington since Aug. 1780. 
Dr. M’Crie is generally supposed to be writing a life of Calvin.” 


i 





Arr. IX. Centenary of the Secession Church in Ireland. 


On Wednesday, the 25th ult., religious services were attended to in the Meeting 
house of the Rey. John Low ry, Upper Clennaneesse, in commemoration of the Cen 
tenary of the Secession Church, as unavoidable circumstances prevented their observ- 
ance of the 16th November. The devotional exercises were conducted by the Rev. 
Thomas Lowry, of Glenhoy, who also preached an appropriate sermon from 122d 
Psalm, 6th verse. In the course of the sermon it was stated, that the Seceders were 
originally members of tne Established Church of Scotland, and that their secession 
from that Church took place in consequence of a sermon preached by the Rev. Ebene- 
zer Erskine, from 118th Psalm, 22d verse, in which, before the Assembly, he shewed 
the evils of patronage, at that time so prevalent among them, and the nature of the 
Arian and other anti-scriptural doctrines that were then advanced by Prosessor Simp- 
son, of Glasgow, and Professor Campbell, of St. Andrews. A vote of censure, and, 
subsequently, of disannexion, having been passed against him and those who adhered 
to him, Messrs. Erskine, Wilson, Fisher, and Moncrief, protested against the authority 
of the Assembly, and seceded, not from the doctrines or government of the Church of 
Scotland, but from the errors and defections prevalent therein. Their numbers were, 
at first, small; but their steady adherence to the doctrines, worship, government, and 
discipline of the Word of God, as exhibited in the standards of the Church of Scot- 
land, speedily secured to them the co-operation of many conscientious and zealous 
supporters. In Ireland, they have at present about 130 Congregations, and 124 Min- 
isters. They all ‘‘ speak the same things,” and have no divisions among them, and 
they have ever becn the firm advocates for civil and religious liberty.—Correspondent 


of Belfast News Letters. 





ABoLition oF Patronace.—The Edinburgh Patriot states, that the representative of royalty 
and the members of the Assembly were accompanied to the church by the military in procession, 
to hear a sermon, and then constitute a court. ‘the Commissioner assured the Assembly that His 
em was determined to uphold the Establishment—and the Moderator returned due thanks for 
the favor. 

“ The key-stone of the arch of connexion between Church and State (says the same paper) has 
been taken out. The General Assembly last night, by a majority of forty-seven, voted on the motion 
of Lord Moncreiff, that no clergyman should be intruded into a parish against a majority of the 
heads of families in communion with the congregation.” 
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mative answer to the question—Is the Pope Antichrist! i. 


CHRIST. ANTICHRIST. 
Arose in Palestine. Arose in R ' 


Visited the temple of God, and honored it Ai n the temple of God and profaned it. 
Humbled himself. Exalted himself. — ; 

Claimed the supremacy by it Claimed the supremacy by arrogance. 
Changed the Sabbath and dispensation. Changed times and laws. (Dan. vii: 25.) 
Was the fulfillerof the law. Was that lawless one. (2 Thes. ii: 8.) 
Spoke the doctrines of God. Ss loctrines of demons. 1 Tim. iv: 


las and gives the Spirit. Gives himself to seducing spirits. 
Worshipped God as a protector. Worshipped gods protec tors (tutelary deities. } 
(Dan. xi: 38, in Hebrew. ) 
Vindicated the law of marriage. ‘*Forbidding to marry.’ 1 Tim. iv: 3.) 
Gives and blesses meat. ‘‘Commanding to abstain from meat.” (1 Tim. 
iv: 3. ) 
Owns the Father. Denies the Father and the Son. (1 Johnii: 22.) 


Did the will of God. Does his own will. (Dan. xi: 36.) 
Clainmis to be God truly. 


Claims to be God pri sumptuously. 
Claums to be equal with God. 


Claims to be above God. (2 Thes. ii: 4.) 


Is full of blesssing. Is full of the names of blasphemy. (Dan. i: 95. 
xi: 36. Rev. xvii: 3. 

Renews us in the image of God. lakes an image of the beast. (Rev. xiii: 11. 14. 

Commands to worship the God of Abraham. Regards not the God of his Fathers. (Dan. xi 
i (S 

Orders a pure worship. Practices and promotes idolatry. (Rev. xvii: 2. 
XVili: &. 1x: QI. 

Is poor, plain, simple. Has gorgeous ornaments and rich offerings. 

Had a Christian mark for his people. (Gal. Has the mark of the beast for his people. (Rev. 

vi: 17.) xiii: 17.) 

Had a sealed number. (Rey. vii: 4. Had a significant number. (Rev. xiii: 17.) 

Is arrayed in garments died in blood. Is arrayed in scarlet and purple. (Rey. xviii: 16. 
XVii: 3.) 

Came to purchase his people. Makes merchandise of his people. (Rev. xviit 

2. 3a. ) 

Saved the penitent thief. Repenteth not of her thefts. (Rev. ix: 21.) 

Hada cup of wrath. Has a cup of filth. (Rev. xvili: 3. xvii: 4.) 

Is the Lord our rightcousness Works with all deceivableness of unrighteous- 
ness. (2 Thes. ii: 10.) 

Was an offering for sin. Is the man of sin. (Rev. xviii: 2 Thes. .ii: 3. 4.) 

Is the Author of salvation. Is the son of perdition. (2 Thes. ii: 3, 4.) 

Came to save life. Came to kill. Rev. ix: 21. xii: 15.) 

Had the blood of atonenient. Has the blood of prophets and saints. (Rev. xi: 
35. xvii: 6. xviii: 24.) 

Came to proclaim liberty to the captive. Come to rivet the chains of slavery. 

Revealed and enjoined the Scriptures. Corrupts and prohibits the Scriptures. 

Came to save his people from their sins with- Came to indulge his people in their sins for mo- 

out money. ney. 


Came to take the pious to Paradise. Came to roast Papists in Purgatory. 

Celebrates an act of faith, auto da fe, by fire. 

Is a Horn of Salvation. Is a horn of destruction. (Dan. vii: 8, 20, 21, 

24, 25.) 

Is the great mystery of godliness. Has in his forehead, mystery of iniquity. (Rev 
, ; xviii: 5, 7. 2 Thes. i: 7.) 

Speaks lies in hypocrisy. (1 Tim. iv: 2.) 

Works lying wonders. 2 Thes. ii: 9. Rev. ix: 

21. xii: 33, 34.) 


Bestows that faith which worketh by love. 


Spoke the truth in sincerity. 
Wrought true miracles. 





Quvurere.—Is the custom of our Synod of publishing in the printed minutes an ac- 
count of the trials of Ministers and private church members for errors, either in doc- 
trine or practice, warranted from the word of God, and agreeable to our Book of Dis- 
‘persons who are active in reviving old and dead scan- 
dals, or those that have been legally removed, shall be considered as scandalous?” 


cipline, which declares that 
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This book contains 250 pages, and:is neatly printed. It is considered by those who have read it, 
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